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Iv WILL BE remembered that the Lord Chancellor, in moving 

ESTABLISHED | last April, in the House of Lords, for the appointment of an 
1836. additional judge of the King’s Bench Division, referred to a 

| scheme he had in view for giving further facilities for the trial 

of actions in the Long Vacation. Butin his further observations 

| on 2nd June, on the occasion of Lord Mutr Mackenzie calling 
attention to the congestion of business in the High Court, he 

deprecated, on the ground of the age of and pressure upon the 
| judges, any material curtailment of the Vacation, or, perhaps 
we should say, any curtailment at all. The actual arrangements 

| for the next Long Vacation have now been announced, and they 
consist of the somewhat singular proposal to have eighteen or 

twenty courts sitting for non-jury actions in the King’s Bench 

Division in the last week of the Vacation. The number of courts 

| announced suggests that there is some mistake, for it is not 
apparent where the necessary judges are to come from unless 
lent by other divisional or superior courts. And we are not 
sure that the sitting of so many courts at once will quite commend 
itself to the common law bar. But as the scheme is outlined, 
the last week of the Vacation promises to be a pretty busy time. 
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The United States. 


THE APPOINTMENT of Mr. WiiiiaM H. Tart to be Chief Justice 
of the United States is a noteworthy event even in the history of a 
Court which has such great traditions as the Supreme Court. 
To English people, Mr. Tarr is best known as an ex-President 
of the United States: to those who have followed the evolution 
of the idea of the League of Nations he is also known as one of the 
first advocates of a scheme which it may be hoped will transform 
the relations of States. His name was prominently associated with 
the American League to Enforce Peace on its inauguration at 
Philadelphia in June, 1915, and he will rank with other men 
such as General Smuts, Ex-President WiLson and Lord Ropert 
Crcit, who have been prime movers in this great scheme. But 
Mr. Tarr’s claim to the Chief Justiceship depends upon his 
Called to the Ohio Bar in 1880, he became 
Solicitor-General of the United States in 1892, and was twice 
offered by Mr. Roosevertt a seat as an Associate Justice on 
the bench of the Supreme Court, but he became instead President 
of the United from 199 to 1913. This Presidency he 
had to resign to Mr. WILSON, but it is interesting to notice that 
he was President of the American Bar Association when it met 
at Washington in October, 1914, and he had the pleasure of 
welcoming the President of the United States and the Chief 
Justice and Associate Justices of the Supreme Court, when they 
honoured the Association with a This interesting incident 
is narrated in the Report of the Bar Association for that year, 
and is a testimony to the which the Association is 
held. Quite the same thing could not happen in this country, 
because the separation of the prevents any one 
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association of lawyers from having the Same position as the 
American Bar Association But in both countries the govern- 
ment and regulation of the State largely depends on the special 


training and gifts of the legal mind and character. 


The Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest. 

Tue vertop of one year from the passing of the Rent Restriction 
Act of 1920 elapsed on the 2nd inst., and it is doubtless well- 
known that the further LO per cent, of the net rent, the balance of 
the additional 15 per cent., which in the case of houses protected 
by the earlier Acts was temporarily held up, then became payable, 
provided the necessary notice had been effectively given; and 
the like 1 


mortgage 


triction was at the same time removed in the case of 


interest, the 


increase in which, in the case of houses 
for a year to } per cent. 
questions may arise in consequence of the special 
of the Act of 1920 for business premises. These are 
13, and in bringing business premises within the 


previously protected, was restricted 
But 


provi 1ons 


SOL 


contained in 
Act, they were made subject to a permitted increase of 35 per 
instead of 15 per cent. of the net rent, but the section was 
As is well known, 


cent 
only to continue in force till 24th June, 1921. 
a Select Committee of the House of Commons was appointed to 
inquire into the question of the application of the Increase of 
tent Act to business premises, and by their report issued last 
recommended that there should be special 
legislation but that it should be temporary and should expire 
at the same time as the Act of 1920. But notwithstanding this, 
the Government decided not to introduce any such legislation, and 


December, it was 


8. 13 accordingly has gone, and there is nothing to take its place. 
Ordinary business premises, therefore, are now outside the Rent 
Restriction Act. But cases where premises are used partly 
as a dwelling-house and partly as business premises are protected 
12 (2), since proviso (ii), giving statutory confirmation to 
Clarke (63 Sou. J. 642; 35 
T.L.R. 525), expressly provides against their exclusion. Probably 


by s 
Epsom Grand Stand Association Ve 


such premises have always been within the ordinary protection 
olf the Act, and, therefore, in the case of a single letting, no part 
has been subject to the 35 per cent. increase : see Read v. Goater 
(W.N. 1921, p. 19); but if in any such case the 35 per cent. 
increase has been paid, there would apparently now have to be 
a reduction to the 15 per cent. increase. 





July 9, 1921 
The Rectification of the Error in the Agriculture 
Act 1908. 


THe AGricuLtuRE (Amendment) Act, 1921, has now been 
passed ; and the error that was made by the Agriculture Act, 1920 
in regard to s. 1 of the Agricultural Holdings Act, 1908, has been 
corrected. Attention was called to the matter in these columns 
by a letter from Messrs. SLATER, HEELIS & Co., of Manchester, 
early in the year (ante, p. 290). The apparent effect of the amend- 
ment made to s. 1 by the First Schedule to the Act of 1920 
was to deprive a tenant of his statutory claim to com- 
pensation for improvements in the case of all tenancies existing 
on Ist January last. This was the result of omitting the words 
in a case where these have now been supplied, and s. 1 of the 
Act of 1908, as finally settled, reads as follows : 

*1.—(1) Where a tenant of a holding has made thereon 
any improvement comprised in the First Schedule to this Act, 
he shall, subject as in this Act mentioned, and in a case where 
the contract of te nancy was made on or after the first day of Januar 4 
nineteen hundred and twenty-one, then whether the improvement 
was OT was not an improvement which he was required lo make by 
the terms of his tenancy, be entitled, at the determination 
of a tenancy, on quitting his holding, to obtain from the land- 
lord as compensation under this Act for the improvement such 
sum as fairly represents the value of the improvement to an 
incoming tenant.” 

The words in italies are those which have been inserted by the 
conjoint operation of the Act of 1920 and of the present 
amending Act, buta perusal of the various Acts will probably give 
the impression that the whole matter is a very striking illustration 
of the inconvenience of piecemeal amendment and legislation 
by reference. The Corn Production Acts Repeal Bill, now before 
Parliament does not touch the amendments made by the Act of 
1920 in the Agricultural Holdings Act, 1908, and apart from the 
withdrawal of the provision of s. 4 (7) of the Act of 1920, for the 
appointment of a receiver of an estate so grossly mismanaged as 
to prejudice materially the production of food thereon, does not 
appear to present features of special legal interest. 


The Rent Restriction Act and Compounded Rates. 


Tue House of Lords has just upheld in Nicholson v. Jackson 
(Times, 6th inst.) the majority decision of the Court of Appeal 
in the most important rent restriction case which has arisen 
under the Act of 1915. The short point was simply this: Both 
under the repealed Act of 1915 and the corresponding provision 
of the Act of 1920, s. 2 (1) (d), a landlord is entitled to increase the 
rental of a house protected by the statute, by an amount which in 
all must not exceed 40 per cent. of the standard rent, together 
with increases in the amount of rates actually paid by the landlord 
and certain other increases. Put shortly, where the tenant pays 
a rental which includes two items, one being the net rental and 
one being for rates which the landlord pays, the landlord can 
increase the rent in all by 10 per cent. on the net rental plus the 
amount of the rates. An illustration will make this clearer. 
A pays Ba nominal rental of £60, of which £40 is the standard 
rent and £20 the equivalent of the pre-war rates. The rates 
actually paid are then increased to £30. Now B can charge a 
rental of £86, namely, £56 by way of net rental and £30, the sum 
actually paid by him in respect of rates. But, under s. 3 
of the Poor Rate Assessment and Collection of Rates Act, 1869, 
in the case of certain tenants the landlord is permitted to 
r compound with the overseers for the rates, 2.€., his name is 
placed on the rate book, instead of the tenant’s, he pays the rates 
whether or not the house is occupied, and he has to pay whether 
or not he recovers the rent from the tenant. By way of com- 
pensation for the trouble of collection (of which he relieves the 
overseers), the risk of loss if the tenant does not pay, and the 
fact that he has to pay even if the house is unoccupied, the 
landlord receives under the statutory agreement a ‘‘ commission” 
of 25 per cent. on the rates for which he then compounds. Now the 
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question which arose in Nicholson v. Jackson (supra) was whether 
such a landlord can charge the tenant with the whole increase of 
rates which the tenant would have had to pay if there had been 
no compounding agreement in force, or merely with 75 per cent. 
of such amount, the cash sum actually paid by the landlord 
himself. The view taken by the Divisional Court, by Lord 
Justice Scrutron who dissented in the Court of Appeal, and by 
Lords SumNER and WrensBury who dissented in the House of 
Lords, was that the landlord can charge the tenant with the 
whole increased rate which, but for the landlord’s compounding 
agreement, the tenant must have paid. At least, such was the 
result in substance, although on the facts the case was rather more 
complicated. These learned judges took the view that the 
landlord “‘ actually ” does pay the whole increased rate to the 
local authority, for his ‘‘ commission” is not to be regarded 
as a rebate in the amount of the rate, but a reward for other 
services and considerations rendered by him. This is a powerful 
view, ably advanced in Lord SumNer’s judgment. But the 
trial judge, the majority of the Court of Appeal (BANKEs and 
Arkin, L.JJ.), and the majority of the House of Lords (Lords 
BuckMASTER, Cave and Parmoor), preferred the view that the 
landlord must be regarded as “ actually ” paying in rates only 
the 75 per cent. he pays in cash, and therefore can only charge this 
amount to the tenant by way of a statutory increase of rent. 
We thus have five judges of the superior courts either way, 
namely, two Lords Justices, and three Law Lords, in favour of the 
view which prevailed, whereas there are two Divisional Court 
judges, one Lord Justice, and two Law Lords in favour of the 
view finally rejected by the House of Lords. If votes were 
weighed instead of counted, it might be even more difficult to 
state exactly the real preponderance of judicial opinion in this 
interesting case. 


Privilege of Medical Witnesses. 


Ir 1s CLEAR that the Courts are likely to be troubled in the future 
with an ever-recurring difficulty where medical witnesses are 
concerned. The Medical Profession, in its Council assembled, 
has again and again decided that doctors ought not to disclose 
communications made to them by a patient under the seal of 
medical secrecy. The Courts have again and again decided that 
no such privilege can be claimed either by a medical or a clerical 
witness. The only professional class who can refuse to answer 
in the witness box relevant questions, the reply to which would 
be a breach of professional confidence, are lawyers; and even 
in their case the privilege is ofastrictly limited character. But 
doctors and ministers of religion are bound by considerations 
which some of them feel to be even more sacred than the law of 
the land not to answer such questions. An illustration of the 
difficulty now constantly arising is afforded by Needham v. 
Needham and Bennett (Times, 9th ult.) a divorce trial before 
Mr. Justice Horripce. Here a medical witness, the Super- 
intendent of the Chester Venereal Clinic, objected to disclosing 
certain matters affecting a patient who attended the Clinic. 
He pleaded not only professional secrecy, but also the positive 
orders of the Ministry of Health, contained in their regulations 
for such Clinics, forbidding medical officers to depart from the 
strict rule of absolute secrecy concerning patients who attend 
such institutions. The reasons for such a policy in such a case 
are obvious. But the learned judge had no option, in the existing 
state of the law, except to tell the witness that the question must 
be answered unless some public statutory enactment conferring 
this privilege in express terms could be quoted ; and the doctor 
under protest gave the desired replies. The same method of 
protesting but finally answering under protest, is being generally 
adopted by medical men in like cases. The effect must be to 
draw public attention in due course to the grave injustice of 
the present rule of evidence on this point, with the result that some 
amendment of the law may, sooner or later, be obtained. It 
seems regrettable that no attempt has been made to remove 
it in any of the recent Public Health Statutes. 





The Privilege of Solicitors in respect of Client's 


Communications. 


Ir MAY BE worth while reminding our readers here that there 
is one very considerable exception to the general rule that a 
solicitor (or barrister) cannot be required to disclose any communi- 
cation made to him by a client concerning his case while the 
solicitor was acting as his legal adviser. This exception is often 
expressed as being that the privilege does not extend to communi- 
cations made in the furtherance of any criminal or fraudulent 
purpose; Rex v. Cor & Railton (1884, 14 Q.B.D. 153). So 
expressed the exception seems reasonable enough, but unfortu- 
nately no clear definition exists of the phrase ‘ furtherance of any 
criminal or fraudulent purpose.” It is, too, a matter for the 
court to decide in the circumstances whether or not the communi- 
cation claimed to be privileged was made with such a purpose 
or otherwise. The Court necessarily gives its decision before it 
knows the nature of the communication, so that its decision is 
not always likely to be based on a sufficient or satisfactory view 
of the situation. In the leading case, just quoted, the two 
prisoners were indicted for a conspiracy to defraud Henry 
Munster. Ratton had been the defendant in a libel action 
brought against him by Munster, in which the latter obtained 
forty shillings damages and costs. Execution was levied to meet 
these costs. The sheriff was met by a bill of sale from RaiLTon 
to Cox. Rar_ton and Cox had previously been partners, but 
a deed was produced by Rariton to show that the partnership 
had been dissolved before the judgment, whereas in fact it was 
dissolved after it had taken place. Ratuvon and Cox had consulted 
their solicitor as to the possibility of defeating the execution by 
a bill of sale. At the trial the Crown subponaed the solicitor ; 
a plea of privileged communication was overruled; he was 
directed to answer the question. The Court of Crown Cases 
Reserved held that the evidence had been rightly admitted, and 
said that when, upon the trial of a client, the solicitor is called to 
disclose what passed between him and the accused at the profes- 
sional consultation, the Court must, upon the special facts of 
each particular case, judge of the admissibility of tl proposed 
evidence. The fact of the consultation being held before or 
after the commission of the offence is not decisive, but very 
important. If the consultation is held before the offence is 
committed, there is something like a presumption of fact that 
the object of the client in asking the solicitor’s advice as to the 
legality of his proposed conduct was a fraudulent one. He 
wanted to discuss how he could most easily commit an offence 
on which his mind was bent. ‘This seems rather a strong view 
to take. It is rather unsatisfactory that solicitors shoulda be 
required to disclose confidences received in such circumstances ; 
happily it is not often that a case arises, so that the point is some- 
what academic. But in the case of doctors, the question is always 
coming up, and may be regarded as a burning question of medical 
etiquette. : 


£ 


Defences not raised in Pleadings. 


WE HAVE DISCUSSED on previous occ isions the merits of the 
“ Knock-out Auction” case, Rawlings v. General Trading Co., 
(37 T.L.R. 252), but it may be useful to draw attention here to 
the question of pleading which arose incidentally in the case, 
and on which the learned judges of the Court of Appeal took 
different views. The plaintiff, it will be remembered, claimed 
an account of profits arising out of an agreement with the 
defendants at a public auction of Government stores, that they 
would keep down the prices by not bidding against one another, 
and would share the profits thereby gained. Mr. Justice 
SHEARMAN had held that this contract was illegal as opposed to 
public policy, although no such defence had been raised in the 
pleadings. The Court of Appeal, by a majority, Scrurron, L.J., 
dissenting, allowed the appeal on the ground that such a contract 
as this could only be illegal if so unreasonable as to be opposed 
to the public interest. In the absence of a plea to this effect, 
the court could not invite or hear evidence to decide this point ; it 
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must assume only the facts stated in the pleadings and not denied 
therein by the other side to be before it, and it could not hold the 
contract to be against public policy unless these very limited facts 
(1.€., those appearing and admitted ez fac ieon the ple adings), were 
enough in themselves to set up a con lusive case of illegality 
The view of Lord Ju 
titled to take 


ke the point 


requiring no further evidenc: tice SCRUTTON 


was that the court was en Into 
consideration all the fact d before it, and then ta 
of illegality of its own motion. The con rary de 


majority is important and should be noted by all pleaders. 


on the other hand, 
prove 
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Cambridge Studies.in English Legal History. 
WE OFFER a very 


Cambridge University 
English Legal History g 
as an agency for furthering scientific investigation in regard to 
the development of the Laws of England. In this way 

to advance the knowledge of British and world history in one of 
its most important aspects Two kinds of studies will be included 
in the series, monographs and editions of texts. The first volume 
of the series, Mr. Winrrecp’s illuminating study, The History of 
Cons pirac y and Abuse of Legal Procedure, belongs to the former 
of these two categories, and no better work could have been put 
forward as an introduction to the series. It consolidates the 
results of years of painstaking, skilful, and learned research, and 
may be taken as an index to the general character of the mono- 
The present intention of the editor is that most of the 


leome to a new enterprise of the 


hearty we 
Series of Cambridge Studi m 


Press, its 
This series of studies has been designed 


it hopes 


graplis 
monographs shall be 
manuscript and printed materials, of some special period or some 


studies, based on original researe hes in 


special topic. But some at least of the works will be conceived 
on broader lines, and will trace more general aspects of legal 
evolution. In this series of studies, whenever possible, original 
texts will be embodied in appendices with the necessary notes. 
The second group of studies, on the other hand, is to consist of 
editions of legal historical texts which have not hitherto been 
rate not published in a form consonant with 
modern standards of critical legal scholarship ; these will contain 
introductions. explanatory notes, text, and commentary. The 
general editor of the series is Dr. Hazettrne, Downing Professor 
of the Laws of England in the University of Cambridge, on whose 
shoulders has fallen the burden of su ceeding the great M AITLAND. 
This series, which will not conflict with the time-tried work of the 
Selden Society in an allied field, is a genuine and valuable effort 
to bring the standard of achievement in legal scholarship to a higher 
level where it can be more justly compared than at present with 
other branches of historical or sociological learning. 


published, or at any 


The Cambridge Law Journal. 

WE wave already shortly noticed the first issue of the Cam- 
bridge Law Journal, but we have pleasure in calling attention to 
its contents somewhat more in detail. It is admirably arranged 
and contains most useful matter. The foreword of Prof. 
Hazettine strikes the keynote of the Journal. Dr. Hazevrine 
points out that throughout the world there is going on a marked 
legal renaissance. ‘The war has left indelible effects on the vast 
processes of social, economic and political change in the 
Western World. Old institutions have disappeared or been 
reconstructed almost out of recognition with their pre-war selves. 
This has meant the enactment of new laws and the consolidation 
of old laws. A similar renaissance of law took place when the 
Crusades succeeded the Dark Ages. It was the Roman law 
which then tended to be the basis of reconstruction; the local 
feudal customs became uniform or disappeared under its all- 
embracing gis. But the mediwval renaissance, like that of the 
universities in the thirteenth century, was hampered by two 
necessities, that of reconciling Roman law with Canon law, and 
that of justifying changes in accordance with the principles of 
Aristotelian logic. Most of our English Law of Real Property, 
for example, with its extraordinary doctrines of vested and 
contingent remainders, conditions precedent and conditions 
subsequent, scintille juris and successive limitations, was the 





result of an effort to reconstruct feudal customs in accordance 
with the categories of ArisrorLe’s logic, as itself reconstructed 
by the Schoolmen and St. Tuomas Aquinas. The late Keneim 
Diasy, in his History of the Law of Real Property, pointed this 
out with a lucidity which will cause many students of that 
xt book to bear some of his illustrations still in their 
To-day, a wider outlook is before the legal reformer. 
The law has its periods 
Let us take the tide at 
In this task the new 


admirable te 
re olle tion. 
As Pascat said: Le Droit a ses époques. 
of ebb and flow. Thisisa period of flow. 
the flow; it may lead on to fortune. 
Journal should help most admirably. 


Dactylography. 

AMONG THE nine and thirty ways of constructing tribal lays, 

eryone of which according to KipLing is equally authentic and 
correct, must be included the new science of Dactylography. 
By this somewhat cryptic remark we mean that there are many 
ways of detecting crime, and that no honest and straightforward 
mode is to be rejected, though when all have done their utmost, 
the criminal is likely to remain with us still. Dactylography, 
or the Science of Finger-prints, has made great strides of late. 
Not only are its records universally employed in our prisons 
and preserved at Scotland Yard, but by a process of wireless 
photographic telegraphy, the record in prints of any known 
criminal can be flashed over the wires to Japan or San Francisco 
or Callao in a few minutes on request, and there used to identify 
a suspected “ habitual.” Wonderful, indeed, are the improve- 
ments of modern science. It is not surprising that a magazine 
should have come into existence under the name of Dactylography, 
to commemorate the new science. It is a bi-monthly, published 
at Hanley, Stoke-on-Trent. The first issue lies before us and 
contains much interesting and readable matter. But we do not 
quite see why the editor should have given up so much of his 
space to rather irrelevant sneers at the “ spooks ” and Sir ARTHUR 
Conan DoYLe. 








Domicile of Origin and the Axzmus 
FRevertend.. 


Ir is somewhat of a coincidence that two American millionaires 
who stood to each other in the relation of father and son should 
each, within twenty years of the other, have given occasion for 
a leading case in the law of Domicile. Yet this is more or less 
what has happened in the case of WaLTER Lewis Winans, and 
his son WatrerR Winans. The former was the subject of Winans 
v. Attorney-General (1904, A.C. 287), which will long be remembered 
by lawyers who love the literature of their branch of knowledge, 
for Lord MACNAGHTEN’s judgment in the House of Lords— 
a crystal gem of lucidly-expounded law and _ picturesquely- 
narrated fact. Seventeen years later, in Re Winans, deceased : 
Brooks v. Attorney-General and others (Times, 24th ult.), his son 
has been the occasion of another interesting judgment, also on 
the law of Domicile. Here an issue was referred for trial to the 
President, to determine the domicile of WALTER Winans, who died 
in London on 11th August, 1920, leaving a will executed on 
16th July, 1920. The question was whether Mr. Winans was 
domiciled in America, where he was born, or in England, where he 
resided nearly all his life, or in Belgium where he once acquired 
an estate and a residence. The judgment of the President was 
that, notwithstanding a long life spent in Europe, since Mr. 
WINANS had never abandoned the animus revertendi to America, 
he had not acquired any European domicile. 

In order to appreciate the problem which arose in this case, it is 
necessary to know the facts. in outline. The following brief 
statement of them, taken from the judgment of the learned 
President, with the omission of anything not absolutely material, 
will be sufficient for this purpose :— 

“ WaLTeR WINANS was the son of Witt1amM Lewis Wrvans, 

a citizen of the United States, who spent the last forty or fifty 
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years of his life in Europe, but who died domiciled in the | 

United States. The domicile of origin of WALTER WiNANs 

was American, and by his will he declared himself to be | 

domiciled in the State of Maryland, but on various occasions 
in the ten years before his death he had declared himself 
to be domiciled in Belgium, and on one occasion he had made | 
oath to that effect. Mr. Wrvan’s testamentary dispositions 
consist in the main of three specific legacies—two of them 
pecuniary. Whether these are payable in full depends upon the 
domicile of the testator. If he was domiciled in Maryland or 
in England, the legacies must be paid in full in priority to any 
claims of the members of the family of the testator. If he 
was domiciled in Belgium, then, according to the evidence | 
before me, his children, there being more than two, have a 
right of inheritance in three-fourths of the realty, and, it is | 
said, may be held under Belgian law to be entitled also to 
succeed to three-fourths of his personalty. The result would 
be, it was stated, to leave no disposable estate sufficient to 
satisfy the legacies. In this state of the case, the Court was 
moved for a grant of administration with the will annexed, 
and upon the hearing of the motion directions were given for 
trial of this issue. The questions on the issue are what was 
the domicile of the testator at the date of his will and at the date 
of his death, the plaintiff alleging the domicile to have been 

Belgian.” 

The problem arising out of those facts, namely, to determine 
the domicile of the testator, is one which turns on well-ascertained 
rules of law. ‘* Domicile is an idea of law,” said Lord WesTBuRY 
in Bell v. Kennedy (L.R.1 Se. & Div., pp. 320, et seq): “* It is the 
relation which the law creates between an individual and a 
particular locality or country.” And Lord CRaNnwortn in 
Whicker v. Hume (7 H.L.C., at p. 160) : “ By ‘domicile’ we mean 
home, the permanent home.’’ The mode of ascertaining this 
“ permanent home ’’ was described by Lord WENSLEYDALE in 
the same case thus: “ Habitation in a place with the intention 
of remaining there for ever, unless some circumstance should occur 
to alter his intention.” 

Now the law commences with a presumption as to a man’s 
“ permanent habitation.”” He is born into one: the presumption 
is that he intends to remain in the place where he was born 
unless and until he indicates a definite and settled intention of 
going and finally remaining elsewhere. This view is in accordance 
with a well-settled doctrine of Comparative Psychology. It is 
generally agreed by observers of the animal world that migratory 
animals, when old and feeling in their bones the vague instinct 
of death, tend to find their way back, if they can, to the spot 
near which they came into the world. Old men do the same 


him in old age, and if he can do so without social or economic 
inconvenience, he returns to spend his last years beside the sweet 
haunts of childhood. The animus revertendi is one of the most 
powerful of all psychological impulses. The law, therefore, 
reasons in accordance with the facts of mental science when it 
presumes an intention to return to his first home, unless and until 
a man has shown an unmistakable and permaneni intention of 
not so doing. 

But the presumption can be overborne and a new domicile can 
be acquired. ‘‘ Every independent person can acquire a domicile 
of choice, by the combination of residence (factum) and intention 
of permanent or indefinite residence (animus manendi), but not 
otherwise.”’ This is Dicry’s Seventh Rule as to “ Domicile,” 
in “Conflict of Laws” (2nd ed., p. 108). It will be seen that 
three conditions precedent are here indicated as essential to the 
acquisition of new domicile. The first is independence ; a minor 
or a married woman cannot so acquire of their own choice, but to 
some extent they take the new domicile of their protector. 
The second requisite is actual residence in a new country: but 
this alone is not sufficient. The third is a settled permanent 
intention to remain until death in the new country, and this is 
not easy to prove because of the strong presumption of law in 
favour of the animus revertendi, which we have just described. 





Perhaps the clearest and most felicitous of all descriptions of 
the way in which @ man can acquire a new domicile is a classical 
passage in a judgment of Lord Haruertey: “A change of 
the [domicile of origin],” he said, “can only be affected animo et 
facto—that is to say, by the choice of another domicile, evidenced 
by residence within the territorial limits to which the jurisdiction 
of the new domicile extends. [A person], in making this change, 
does an act which is more clearly designated by the word 
‘settling’ than by any one word in our language. Thus we 
speak of a colonist settling in Canada or Australia, or of a 
Scotsman settling in England, and the word is frequently used as 
expressive of the act of change of domicile in the various judg- 
ments pronounced by our Courts  Udny v. Uday: (1869, L.R. 
LSe. & Div. 441, at p. 649). The acquisition of a domicile of choice 
as distinct from a domicile of origin involves something equivalent 
to the act of an« migrant Ww ho voces forth and settles in, @. identifies 
his fortunes with, a new country.”’ 

The factum of residence is not ve ry difficult to prove. The 
animus manendi, however, necessary to countervail the pre- 
sumption of an animus revertendi, is much more difficult to 
establish. Dicey lays down a number of interesting rules on the 
point , 

(aA) The intention or animus must amount to a purpose or 
choice. In other words, the man must choose his new home 
voluntarily, and not as the result of dictation by external 
necessity. A transported convict cannot be said to choose 

WaLteR WINANS, 
senior, was prevented by dread of sea-sickness from returning to 
America—another form of external necessity. 

(Bn) The intention must be an intention te reside permanently 
or for an indefinite period. No such animus manendi can be 
inferred in the case of an Indian civil servant, who goes to 
India in early youth and remains there till he is an old man. 
He has an animus revertendi, when he has earned his pension. 
[The recent decision invalidating Indian divorces of Europeans 
in the public services has pushed home this rule of law. ] 

(c) The intention must be an intention of “ abandoning,” 
i.e., of ceasing to reside permanently in, the former domicile, 
The retention of interests in the old country precludes an 
intention to acquire a permanent home in the new one. 

(p) The intention, however, need not be an intention to 
change allegiance. The mere fact that a man prefers to retain 
his own nationality does not prevent the acquisition of a new 
domicile. On the other hand, naturalization in his new home 
is one of the strongest possible indications that he has aban- 
doned the animus revertendi to the land whose sovereignty he 

° 


his colony “by a purpose or choice.” 


has abjured, 

Now the difficulty which arose in Mr. WINAN’s case, as in that 
of his father, was not one of ascertain:»g the rules of law to be 
applied ; these are well settled. It was that of inferring from the 
facts the correct conclusion as to the deceased’sintention. Had he 
an animus manendi in England or Belgium? Or had he still an 
animus revertendi of returning to America? Now, WINANS 
had been born in America. He was educated in Russia. At 
eighteen he came to England and resided here until he was 
forty-eight, when his father died. From 1897 to 1914 he resided 
chiefly in Belgium, where he had a house ; but he had married 
an English wife and had educated his children in England. In 
1918, when the question of liability to English taxation arose in 
his case, he made an affidavit to the effect that he had never been 
permanently domiciled in England, but was domiciled in Belgium, 
In 1920 he made his will, in which he declared that he was a 
domiciled American, resident in England. The problem is how 
to draw from the conflicting facts and somewhat inconsistent 
statements as to his domicile by the deceased himself the correet 
legal inference as to his animus, whether of manendi or of 
revertendi. 

If Mr. Winans had settled in England only, or in Belgium 
only, and had spent all his life there, it is probable that on all the 
facts of the case a court might have come to the conclusion that 
they indicated an intention to acquire a new domicile in that 
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The Law of Property Bill. 


Settlements (con/inued). 
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excepted by sub-clause (4) are interests protected by regis- 


tration under the Land Charges Registration, &c., Act, 


clause (4); and moreover, if the 
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and interests protect d by a deposit of the title deeds of the k gal 
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But the effect is to keep on foot the doctrine of notice as ap] lied 
to private conveyancing, and thereby place it at a disadvantag 
and also to require a 


already criticised the compli ited structur 


need say no more on that head at 


estate. hav 


present 


as compared with registration of title, 
purchaser to search the register under the Act of 1888 and to call 
for the title deeds of the legal estate. These last two r quir 
ments, are, of course, quite proper. Possibly in 
former will not be found materially to detract from the 
of the legal owner 

To go back to the S« ttled Land Acts 
for life thereunder, the proposed modification of s. 20 of the Act 


practice the 


power 
and the powers of a tenant 


of 1882 is as follows :— 

47.—(1) Section twenty of the Settled Land Act, 1882, 
extended to any disposition authorised under the Acts. 

(2) Clauses (i), (ii) and (iii) of subsection (2) of section twenty 
aforesaid shall not extend to equitable interests or powers which 
under Part I of this Act are protected by a settlement. 

Sub-clause 1 might be supposed to be meant to assist the 
power of disposition of a tenant for life in respect of the legal 
estate under Part I which we have just been considering, but 
the Acts’”’ to include Part I, which is not the 
as used 


is hereby 


this assumes “ 
case. A reference to clause 71 shows that the phrase 
here means only the Settled Land Acts, 1882 to 1890, and Part II 
of the present measure. Hence sub-clause (1) merely refers 
to the extended powers of the tenant for life as such, and extends 
It has no bearing on the powers of the 
tenant for life as legal owner in fee under Part I. It is only 
sub-clause (2) thatit is necessary to « onsider in relation to Part [, 
and the effect is that the exceptions to a conveyance by a tenant 
for life under s. 20 will cease to operate provided that, under 
Part I, they are protected by a settlement. But the result of 
leaving s. 20 on foot must, we suggest, be to create confusion. 
If a conveyance by a tenant for life as owner of the legal fee is 
effectual to vest the fee in a purchaser under Part I, why is the 
power of passing the legal fee under s. 20 kept on foot at the 
same time { There may be, and probably is an answer, but 
this duplication of powers of conveying does not seem to make 


s, 20) to such powe rs. 


for simplicity. 

The scheme is simple enough as regards estates and intere sts 
which arise under a particular settlement. Hitherto, these 
have been overridden by a conveyance of the tenant for life, 
provided they do not represent money actually raised under 
the powers of the settlement. Thus remainder 
and jointure rent-charges, and sums appointed for portions 
but not actually raised, are overridden, provided they arise under 
a stttlement. Estates and interests prior to the settlement 
are not overridden, but usually these arise under an earlier settle- 
ment or settlements, and the whole form a compound settlement 
under which the tenant for life sells, and thus all interests are 
overridden, provided no moneys have been actually raised. 
This is a system which during the forty years or 80 which have 
elapsed since it was introduced has been the subject of frequent 
we need only mention Constable's Case (1919, 
1 Ch. of the most recent and most inter sting 
and has become familiar to conveyancers. To what extent 
will it in fact be r placed by the syste mof PartIof the Bill? No 
doubt the draftsman and those who have assisted him have a 
clear idea as to this, but to others it will probably prove to be 
For clause 3 to operate in 


estates in 


judicial decision 


178) as one 


a matter requiring careful research. 
overriding equitable interests, these must be protected by a 
settlement—we are not dealing here with trusts for sale ; 
settlement existing at any particular time protect only interests 
which arise under it, or will it protect also all prior interests 
affecting the fee simple? Having regard to clause 47 (ii) and 
to the general scheme of Part I we incline to think that when, 


upon the Act coming into operation, the only legal estate is 


but will; 


the fee simple in possession, and all other estates and interests 
become equitable, the settlement under which the tenant for 
life is entitled in possession will protect the whole of such interests, 
whether prior to that settlement or not, and consequently all 
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can be overridden by the conveyance of the tenant for life, | 
prov ided the capital money 1s paid to the trustees. This seems 
to follow from clause 3 (3) : 

(3) All equitable interests and powers to which this section appli 


shall, notwithstanding any stipulation to the contrary, be, or be capable | 


of being, protected by a trust for sale or a settlement in manner 
following :— 


* * . * > 


(ii) Where the legal estate affected is at the time when ny | 


equit 1! le inter. sts or powers are created or arise subject to a sett 
ment, the equitable interests and powers aforesaid, shall, according t 
their priorities, have the like protection as if limited or arising by o1 
under that settlement. 

If we are right in this, it explains clause 47 (2) quoted above 
Tokeep on foot the saving in s. 20 (2) (1) of the Settled Land Act 
1882, for prior estates would be in contradiction to clause 
of the Bill. They would be excluded from a conveyance by 
the tenant for life, if regarded as a conveyance under s. 20; 
they would be overridden by that conveyance, if regarded as 
a conveyance by the legal owner under Part I. Hence clause 47 (2 
says that they shall not be excluded from a conveyance under 
s. 20, and thus the two forms of conveyance are brought into 
line. This suggests again the question we have asked above 
Now that an overriding effect is given under Part I to a con 
veyance by the equitable tenant for life as legal owner in fi 
simple, why should it be necessary to. retain his statutor 
power to convey the fee simple as tenant for life ? 

It should be noticed that by clause 55 provision is made for 
enabling an absolute owner who holds beneficially, but subject 
to ¢ quitable interests, to declare that his legal estate is vested in 
him on trust to give effect to these and the result 
will be to give him the statutory powers of a tenant for life. 


interests ; 


The question of the compound settlement, and the necessity 
that might arise for having trustees of such a settlement for th: 
purposes of the Settled Land Acts, as well as for the separat: 
settlements, does not seem to have been foreseen by the draftsman 
of the Act of 1882; 
from all interests and charges by rendering them all subject toa 
compound settlement made the use of compound settlements 

favourite conveyancing device, and they were judicially recognized 
in well-known cases such as Re Mundy & Roper’s Contract (1899, 
1 Ch. 275), and Re Wimborne & Browne's Contract (1904, 1 Cl 


1. indeed, that this has been one of tl 
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matters. But thi asy way of facilitating the working of the 
Settled Land Acts s not adopted ; 
of the Act of 1882 was considered to make it impracticable, 


ofa compound settlement 


presumably the languag: 


and the first appointment of trustees 
had to be mad by the court. 

Att mpts to rem dy this and other defects in the Settled Land 
Acts were made by the Settled Land Bill promoted by The 
Law Society, which preceded and was incorporated in Lord 
HatpaNne’s Real Property Bill, and clause 49 of the present Bill 
provides that the Settled Land Act trustees of the first of a series 
of settlements for the time being in operation shall be the trusts 
of the compound settlement constituted by all of them. Under 
the proposed system of settling land in all cases by two deeds 
vesting deed and a trust deed, it would seem that the trust deed 
may in course of time come to be a compound settlement ; and sinc 
there will be a series of vesting deeds, and the trustees of th 
vesting deeds and of the trust deed must be the same, it would 
necessary than at pre sent to make provision 
nt, but this is a matter which 
It would be premature 


seem to be more 
for trustes 
had better be left to the t 
to atten pt to explore it in detail. It should be noticed that 
by clause 51 provision is made for the protection of persons takin 
by a disposition purporting to be made under the powers of 
a compound settlement, 


sota ompound settlem« 
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| confirmation and acceptance of 
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With respect to the actual scope of the powers of a tenant for 
life, it has been found in practice that they are too restricted, 
and clause 41 enlarges the enabling the tenant for life to 
make grants of land for various public purposes. Such powers 
essly inserted in settlements, but the enlarge- 

ent in this directions will be found useful; and 
clause 46 enables the tenant for life, with the sanction of the 
court, to effect any transaction with r spect to the settied land. 
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A French Decision on the Rate 


of Exchange. 


COMMUNICATI D. | 


A case of considerable interest to the commercial world 
raising a novel point of law was heard recently in the Bordeaux 
Court of Appeal, the particulars of which are as follows : 

A firm of Bradford spinners sold certain yatns to a French 
customer on the usual exchange of letters of order and confirmation 

To avoid any difficulties or loss arising from the constant 
fluctuations of the value of the franc, the vendors arranged that 
they would quote in francs for the goods s id, basing the quotation 
on @ value taken (in this case) at 25 franes to the £l—a course 
y general in such cases. 

‘he order and confirmation accordingly specified the goods 

iid as follows : 

22,600 Kilos, as per particulars 

October. 

1 /12s. (English Count) @ Frs. 30.90 per Kilo. 
1 /18s. (English Count) Mrs. 31.15 per Kilo. 

All the above being in English with the following note at foot 
in English: 

“Terms net in sterling based on Exchange 
per £1, 30 days from date of invoice,’’ and endorsed upon the 
order was the following 

: 48% paliements sont a faire en argent 
(sterling) anglais sur Londres au change de 25 fr. 00 par £1 a 30 
jours de la date de la facture,’ which is practically a translation 
f the previous note at the foot of the confirmation of the order 
with the addition of the words that the payment was to be made 


ver 
I 


in your letter of the 10th 


at frances 25.00 


clause (in French): | 


in London. 

The invoices were cordingly made out in francs with a note 

the foot working out the amount payable in pounds sterling 
rate of £1 for every 25 franes of the invoices 

in the case was whether, as the vendors 


‘he question which arose 
eyd them to London the amount 


contended, the purchaser should 
in sterling on London, as stated at the foot of the account, or 
whether, as the purchaser contended, he should send them as many 
times 25 francs as there were pounds sterling mentioned at the 
foot of the invoice. 

Neither the Tribunal of Commerce at Bordeaux nor the Court 
of Appeal had any difficulty in deciding that the claim of the 
vendors was the correct one, the Lower Court stating that the 
onstruction which the pure ished to put upon the contract 
da thre+ fold obj. etion,. 

First, because the wording of ontract stipulated for payment 
pounds sterling, and it was 
» pounds sterling as best 
who had no need to 


in London, not in fran 
therefore up to the purcha to get th 
he could and to send m to the dors 
trouble thet elve out the rat exchan ° 

Second, that e cori pond nee between the partic Ss before 
roing into the the plaintiffs called the attention of the 
defendant to the fact that they did not intend to undertake 
risks of exchange, but wished to be paid in English sterling in 
London leaving the defendant to bear the risks of exchange. 

And third, the fact arising out of the contract that the invoices 
made out in francs were payable in pounds sterling at the fixed 
exchange of 25 francs for one pound, which shows that this con- 
tract of fixed exchange applied not to a payment of franes in 
England, but to the reduction into pounds sterling of the francs 
invoiced, so that the defendant had to pay in London as many 
times pounds sterling as there were 25 francs invoiced. 
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International law in existence, which will be scrupulously observed 
by all members of the League of Nations in any future wars 
which civilized mankind may still have to suffer. 


Dependent relative revocation of Wills. 


An important but little known rule of Probate Practice is that 
which provides that the revocation of a will is not necessarily 
completed by mere destruction of the document if that destruction 
was dependent on a relative condition which is not fulfilled. This 
rule has been recently applied to a very unusual of 
circumstances in West vy. West (1921, 2 I.R. 34). Here a testator 
duly made his will in February, 1913. Ile died in September, 
1919. Amongst his papers was found an envelope marked 
‘ My last will made January 26, 1918,” and ** one made February, 
1913, destroyed.”” The same envelope contained a testamentary 
draft, apparently based on the will of 1913, signed by testator 
but not witnessed, and therefore invalid. It was held that the 
lestruction of the will of 1913 had been made by the testator 
in the belief that the draft of 1918 was good, and since this was 
not so, the revocation was not complete, and the will of 1913 can 
be proved by secondary evidence. 
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Reviews. 
The Rent Restriction Act, 1920. 


Increase Or Renr anv Mortcace Inrerest (Restrictions) 
A complete exposition of the Act, embodying the decisions 
its, and Irish Courts. By W. E. Wirkixson, L.L.D., 
Edition. The Solicitors’ Law Stationery Society, Ltd., 
. het. 


Guipti 
Act, 1920, 
of the Eng! 


Solicitor. 
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2nd 
22 Chancery La 
We 
to the 
ft th 


have completer, more accurate, or more practical guide 
Rent Restriction Act, than this little book. The scope and details 
statute are ably expounded in eleven chapters covering nea‘ly one 
hundred pages. There are also some fifty pages of Appendices, giving the 
text of the statutes and the Rules with Form: of Notices and Tables of 
Permitted Increases of Mortgage Interest. A specially useful list of places 
within the Metropolitan Police District is given in Appendix 4. The 
tation is exe und all the latest cases appear in their proper places. 
But far and away the best feature of the book is its “ Illustrations,” which 
ippear after every important paragraph, giving hypothetical examples 
f the operation of the statute. These illustrations are exceedingly 
merous and easy to be understood; th>y have evidently been contrived 
worked very carefully. Some of the illustrations are actual 
uses reported in the usual places, but some would appear to have been 
invented for the purpose of exposition; of course, these latter represent 
merely the author's interpretation of the working of the Act and have not 
the the former. We have not found any, however, from 
which we There can be no doubt that this is an exceptionally 
useful book and we heartily recommend it to our readers. 
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Books of the Week. 


The English and Empire Digest, with complete and exhaustive 
Being a complete Digest of every English case from early 
times to the present day, with additional cases from the Courts of Scotland, 
Ireland, the Empire of India and the Dominions beyond the Seas, and 
including complete and exhaustive Annotations giving all the subsequent 
cases in which Judicial Opinions have been given concerning the English 
Vol. 6. Bills of Exchange, Promissory Notes and negotiable 
Butterworth & Co. 


Digest 


iS 


Annotations. 


cases digested, 
instrumenta. 


Statutes.—Chitty’s Statutes of Practical Utility arranged in alphabetical 
and chronological order, with Notes and Indexes. Vol. 20, Part 2, containing 
Statutes of Practical Utility passed in 1926 with incorporated enactments 
und selected Statutory Rules. By W. H. Acas, M.A., LL.M., Barrister- 
Sweet & Maxwell, Ltd. Stevens & Sons, Ltd. net. 


An epitome of Railway Law. By 
Second Edition. 


21s. 


at-Law. 
Ernest EpWwIn 


Railway Law 
Sweet & Maxwell 


Georos WititiaMs, Barrister-at-Law. 
Ltd. 10s, net. 

By Hesry W. 
Stevens & Sons, 


by Railway. 


Railway Law The Law of Carriage 
Fifth Edition, 


Disney, B.A. (Oxon.), Barrister-at-Law. 
Ltd. 12s. 6d. net. 
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ition of Chief Associate, which he has held for many years, 
Mr. Kenyon sat for some years in the Court of Mr. Justice Hawkins 
(afterwards Lord Brampton) and he has sat in the Courts of Lord Chief 
Justices Cockburn, Coleridge, Russell, Alverstone, Reading and Lywrence. 
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~ CASES OF THE WEEK. 


House of Lords. 
THOMAS & CO. v. MACKAY. June 24. 


WorkMENS CompensaTion—‘‘ Workman ’’—Dock Prrot—AcciDENT 
AFTER ONLY A FEW WEEKS’ WORK—-EARNINGS DURING THAT PERIOD 
£6 PER WEEK—WHETHER REMUNERATION EXCEEDED £250 A YEAR 
ConcuRREeNtT Conrracts—WorKMEN’s Compensation Act, 1906 
(6 Edw. 7, c. 58), s. 13, Sched. I (2) (s). 


The respondent was a member of the Barry Dock Pilots’ Association, « 
paid for his services by a fired share in the earnings of all the pilots, which were 
pooled. He met with an injury by accident and his claim against the ship 
owners for compensation was resisted on the ground that he was not a “‘workman,”’ 
It was agreed at the h aring (1) that the respondent had resumed his o upation 
asa dock pilot since the war within ten weeks of th happening of the accident, 
and that his earnings during that period were £6 a week ; (2) that the amo 
earned by the members of the association amounted to £6 a week, and that 
average amount earned by a person in the same grade and employed at th 
same work was £6 a week. 


nd wa 








u 
th 


The county court judy held that the re spond: u's remuneration did not 
exceed £250, and made an award in his favour on the basis that the man was 
@ workman, The employers appealed. 


Held, that although it was prove 1 that the re spo ident had received £6 a week 
for the ten weeks he had been working, that did not preclude the county court 
judge considering whether there might not be breaks in the regularity of thi 
employment which would in fact bring his remuneration below £250 in th year, 
It was a question of fact for the arbitrator and as he had materials upon which 
he could draw his conclusion, this House would not inte rfere with his award 


Decision of the Court of Appe al reported sub nom : Jac ques v. 8s, Cramond 
(Owners of) 123 L.T. 794; 13 B.W.C.C. 99 affirmed. 

Appeal by the employers from an order of the Court of Appeal affirming 
an award of His Hon, Judge Hill Kelly at Barry County Court. 

The respondent was a member of the Barry Dock Pilots’ Association 
The members took it in turns to pilot the vessels in the docks and worked 
in three watches. The money earned on each vessel was collected by an 
agent and paid into a pool and periodically the pool was divided out a1 
the members of the association of whom there were thirty. In July, 1919, 
the respondent was getting aboard the Cramond, which was owned by th 
appellants, when he fell and sustained an injury by accident within s. 1 of 
the Act. The claim was resisted on the ground that the responds 
not a “ workman ”’ as he was employed otherwise than by manual lab: 
and his remuneration exceeded £250 a year. It was agreed at the heari: 
that the respondent had resumed work as a pilot since the war, withi: 
ten weeks of the happening of the accident and that his earnings duri 
that period were £6 a week, and that the amount earned by the memb 
of the association amounted to £6 a week, and that that sum was thy 
average earned by persons in the same grade and employed in the sam 
work. The county court judge held that the respondent's remunerati 
did not exceed £250 a year, and made an award in his favour, and the Cour 
of Appeal upheld his decision. The employers appealed. 

Lord BuckMASTER in moving the appeal should be dismissed, said their 
lordships had not heard counsel for the respondent, because they saw n 
reason to interfere with the order appealed from. What a man’s remun 
tion amounted to in a year was a question of fact, and to succeed in thi 
appeal the appellants must show either that the arbitrator had misunder 
stood what he had to decide or that the decision at which he had arrived 
had no basis in fact on which it could be supported, The facts were agreed, 
and itwas contended in support of the appeal that on these facts the arbitrat 
was bound to conclude that the re spondent’s remuneration exceeded the 
maximum. It was argued that there having been no continuous employ 
ment of the respondent for twelve months, the arbitrator was bound by 
paragraph 2 (a) of the First Schedule to consider what had been earned 
by people in the same grade employed in the same class of employment, 
and in the same district. The phraseology of that provision made it cleat 
that it was never intended to do more than to permit the arbitrator to take 
into consideration, for the purposes of his decision, the remuneration of 





nt wa 






other people employed in the same class of work. It did not compel him 
to accept their receipts as the standard of remuneration of the respondent 
and to so hold would be to disregard the phraseology of the clause, an: ght 


lead to grave injustice. The circumstances of this particular case afforded 
an apt illustration. Taking the year ending 25th July, 1919, it woul 
be impossible to say that a year so full of unusual incidents could in con 
nection with the pilotage of vessels at a dock like the Barry Dock be 
regarded as a standard year for the purposes of this provision. The jud 
had only before him the fact that £6 a week had been received by the claim 
ant for the previous ten weeks, and that people similarly engaged had 
received that sum for the preceding year. Such evidence was wholly 
insufficient to exclude from the judge's consideration the possibility that 
the employment might become irregular and that the rate of payment 
might fall. The judge had sufficient material before him to enable him 
to form an opinion and his decision that the respondent's remuneration 
did not exceed the amount fixed by the statute could not be disturbed. 
Lords Sumner, Parmoor, Wrensury and (arson agreed in the appeal 
being dismissed.—Covunse. : for the appellants, Neilson, K.C. and A. 7’. 





lames; for the respondent, W. Shakespeare. Soricrrors: Botterell and 


toche for Donald Maclean, Handcock & Hann, Cardiff; Helder, Roberta, 
d f ) 
Reported by Erskine Rep, Barrister-at-Law.] 
; yA 
Court of Appeal. 
CLOSSOP AND ANOTHER ASHLEY. No.2. (3th June. 
LANI RD ANI TENANT—STANDARD Rent—Licensep PReMIses— 
Orniornan Lease—Svup-Tenanr Becominc TENANT at REDUCED RENT 
WITH riep Houst Covenant—Norice To PAY OrntarsaL RENT as 
Svanparp Renr—Increase or Rent anp Morroace Interest (Res- 
t ons) Act, 1920 (10 & 11 Geo, V., e. 17) 8s, 3, 12, 15. 
1 lea f a public-house was granted in August, 1911 by the plaintiffs 
F leceasors in tille f € yea ata rent of £130, there being no covenant 
he purchase of liquor The brewery company in October, 1O11, eub-let 
, to the defendant pon aq iarterly tenancy, at the rent of £40 per 
th tl tied house covenant, Subsequently, while the reduced rent 
the 7 ( was again further reduced to £24 and finally to £15. 


In Auqust, 1916, the head lease came to an end and was not renewed, and the 


] ” a qua ly tenant to the plawr tiffs at a rent of £30 a year 

for the house asa tied ho In March, 1920, the plaintiffs gave the defe ndant 
/ lice to quit o the 24th June, and also grave him a notice that uf he held 
that date the rent would be £130. a yoar under the lease of 1911, ae 


that waa the standard rent. The defendant refu ed to pay the increased rent 


d the plaintiffs sued for possession, 


Rent Restriction Acta being the otection of the 


Held, that the obje | 





Py i] t. the d dant did not by remaining on posscssion after 
expiry he notice to quit, assent to the increase of the {to £130 nor 
dt 1 d that rent, as the standard rent wa £24, the rent paid 
y the occupying 3rd August, 1914, 
Decision of McCardie, J., 65 Son. J., ante, p. 535; (1921) 2 K.B. 461, 
; ) /. 
Ap intiffs from a ju nt of MeCardic, J., in an action 
to 1 | ioy of a public-house, known as the King's Arms,” 
t Crich, in Derbyshire The plaintiffs were mortgagees in possession and 
for the purpos { tl e were treated as the owners of the premises, 
The laimed possession of the public-house on the ground of non-payment 
f it. The learned judge decided in favour of the defendant and the 
iti ~ Py | j 
Bankes. L.J.. said that on the facts, two points were raised (1) whether 
| tl enant after receiving notice to quit, by continuing in | secesion agreed 
i fresh tenancy at £130 per annum, and (2) whether £130 per annum was 
the standard rent. The learned judge below decided the first question 
the negat ind he agreed with him on this point. Counsel for the 
} plaintiffs had contended that the ly inference to | vn from the facta 
vas that the t nt by remaining in occupation hed ted to the terms 
1 down by t landlord He th ht { was that the 
| fendant decided to remain on as statutory tos i r the Rent Res- 
| én n Act As to the second point, ! lforth laint « had contended 


t} spon the « r lancuage of s. 12 of the Act of 1920, it appeared that 





( might be number of standard rents exist n the 3rd guat, 1014. 

He arcued that because the @rewery company were payi | that day £130 
| per annum, while the defendant was only paying £24 per annum under a 
, quent letting. reference to s. 12 (1) (a) of the Act—the definition 
lau howed that the original rent of £130 was the standard rent within 
the meaning of the section But the definition clause showed that “ letting ” 
nt a sub-letting It was also argued that there might be a number of 
standard rents, If so, which was the staudard rent applicable to this cage ? 
On the other hand, the respondent counsel contended that although 


were difficulties in construing the language of the section, there was 
ly one standard rent—the actual rent paid by the occupying tenant 
to his immediate landlord. In hig Lordship’s opinion there were difficulties 
inst accepting whichever view was put forward. For himself he thought 
n 3rd August, 1914, in any question 


that where a tenant was in occupation oO! 
tandard rent would be the rent 


| between that ten t and his landlord, the 


| paid by that tenant on that date, He was the person whorn the Act intended 
to protect. and it was in reference to him that the standard rent was fixed, 
| There wa ne other matter, which might have to be decided at some future 


time, namely, whether the statute permitted an increase of rent otherwise 

| than for the reasons given in the notice contained in the schedule to the Act, 

butin this particular « we the decision of the le irned judg wa right, except 

thatis saying s his Lordship would like to reserve the question whether the 
le laid down was of universalapplication, The app i! failed 


ile la 
Scrutron and Arkrs, L.JJ., read judgments arriving at the same result, 
COUNSEI for th ippellants: Disturnal, K.¢ > ind R. EB. Sundlands ; 
for the respondent Wootten, K.C., and Ralph Thomas SOLICITORS, 

Gibson & Weldon for Pym & Pym, Belper 


sievena, Son d Parkes ; 
[Reported by Erskine Retp, Barrist cr-at-Law.) 





At Lincoln Assizes last Saturday Mr. Justice Avory awarded £2,000 to 
widow of William Walsh, a commercial traveller, of Spileby, who died 
fter an accident to a Great Northern Railway train; £500 to an elder 


daughter and £200 to a younger daughter as compensation 
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High Court—Chancery Division. 

WALLIS GRIFFITHS. Eve, J. 

MoRTGA SALE BY M id DeviveRry or Possess1on—ORIGINATING 
SUMMON J I R.S.C. Ornp. 55, r. 5 (a), 

The Cour lict t 


no other 7 


15th June. 


t originating summons to make an order 
, where the summons asks for 


rou 


r delivery of possession of the mortgaged 
ra mortgagee was entitled by means of 
nd. 55, r. 5 (a), to an order for delivery 
laimed by the summons was possession 
or sale. In 1914 K. Griffiths, 
one of th ld property in her own name. By a 
mortgage dated 22nd pt vor, LYI4, she mortgaged the property to J. 
Griffiths in f £600, her husband the second defen. 
dant joining unt for the repayment of that sum. 
On 12th November, 1919, K. Griffiths mortgaged the same property to the 
plaintiff t ; f transfer of mortgage dated 26th May, 
1920, J. Griffi hs transferred the principal debt of £600 
to the plaintiff, premises to secure thesame. The property 
was sold by the on 3rd December, 1920, with vacant possession, 
but the defendants refused to give up possession, and the plaintiff took out 
' 408 Bank of lreland v. Slattery (1911, 1 Ir. R. 33) 

1016, | Ir. R. 70), were referred to. 

Eve, J ‘ises the question whether the applicant a 
legal mortgagee is entitle: » an order for delivery of possession on an 
originating l ler Order 55, r. 5 (a), claiming possession 
of the mortgaged premise ther relief. By the rule a mortgagee 
in the position of the plaintiff may take out as of course an originating 
summons for such reli may be thereby specified, and as the circumstances 
of the case may juire, sale, foreclosure, delivery of possession 
by the mortgagor hat in that he may issue a summons for 
possession only including any claim for sale or foreclosure? 
That is what th icant in this case has done, and he insists on his right 
toan order. Hay y jurisdiction to make it? The point came before 
Stirling in 1887, in // t , and the conclusion at which he arrived 
was that the origi under this rule is only in substitution 
for the action previ ly necessary, and that the rule ought not to be 
construed as giving any rem¢ which could not be got under the old 
practice. Accordingly in his view, if delivery of possession only is sought, 
an action for r y of land is the proper procedure. This construction 
of the rule appear have been adopted ever since in this country, and is 
so stated by text-books writers 1 in the practice manuals. But in 
Ireland where ¢ ling rule exists, substantially in the same terms, 
there are two reported « in which a dierent construction has been 
adopted and a mortgag is been held to be entitled to an order for delivery 
of possession i s which is restricted as the one before me is 
to a claim for p ion. he rd “ foreclosure ” does not occur in the 
Irish rule, but leant mission makes any material distinction 
between the two ru the | t [am considering, and the result is that I 
have on th stion of procedure by one of the most 
experien + in this country, accepted and acted 
‘ther two decisions in Ireland which 
r all were given on a rule differing 
rially, from the rule with which I 
have to deal th ret vnees I think it is my duty in a matter of 
procedur w the course which has been adopted here, 
and accordin no jurisdiction to make the order asked 
for by this summons dismiss it with costs.—Counse.: R JL. 
Ramsbotham ; ye Rider, Heaton, Meredith and 
Mills for B. 1 sd Son, reford; Calder, Woods & Pethick for Lambe, 
Carless & Capel, Hereford, 

[Reported by 8. BE. WittiAMs, Barrister-at-Law.) 


High Court—King’s Bench 
Division. 
FRENCH & ANOTHER . GETHING (GETHING CLAIMANT). 
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POSSESSION FOLLOWS TITLE”’ 

UTED Ownersurie’’—BILts oF 
Marriep Woman's Prorerty 


INTERPLEAD! Bi 

Hvuspann To Wu 

ORDER I 

SALE Act, 187 12 t } S 
Act, 

Judy 

debtor, t 


cution al the hous of the judgment 
inder a post-nuptial deed of gift 
for natural love and affection.” 
of Sale Act, 1878, and the goods 
remained i j ind and vife continued to life together as 
they did at the time of t tion of the deed. 
Hleld (1) (fol yk \ Marvgrett (1894), 2 Q B. 18, that after the 
exreculio } ‘ J d j, <10n of the wife, G8 posse sation 


aol ; i? fhe pos 
followed the title, a deed did not require registration as a bill of sale; 





(2) That the deed was not invalid under s. 10 of the Married Woman's Property 
Act, 1882, as that section applied only where the husband and wife are living 
together on premises where the husband is carrying on a business of which he 
is known to be the proprietor, and he makes a gift to his wife of the property 
in his reputed ownership. 

Appeal from a Master of the High Court on an interpleader issue. On 
6th September, 1920, the plaintiffs obtained judgment against the defendant 
Gething for £622. The plaintiff then levied an execution at the defendant's 
house where the defendant's wife claimed that the goods upon which the 
plaintiffs were intending to levy belonged to her under a post-nuptial deed 
of gift made 4th May, 1914, in her favour “ for natura] love and affection.” 
This deed was not registered under the Bills of Sale Act, 1878, and the 
furniture conveyed by the deed remained in the defendant’s house, in which 
husband and wife continued to reside together after the deed as they did 
before. The plaintiffs alleged that the deed was void as against them, as 
it was not registered; and further that the gift was void under s. 10 of the 
Married Woman’s Property Act, 1882. The Master held that the deed 
was good, applying Ramsay v. Margrett (1894, 2 Q.B. 18), and gave judgment 
accordingly for the claimant. The plaintiffs appealed. 

Lusu, J., in his judgment, said that as to the first point under the Bills of 
Sale Act, 1878, it was perfectly clear that the deed of gift was good as 
between the parties, although it was not registered. As to the question of 
the furniture being in the house where the defendant and his wife resided, 
it was said on behalf of the claimant that Ramsay v. Margrett (supra) 
decided the question in her favour. This was disputed by the plaintiffs 
on the ground that the facts were different in the two cases. It was true 
that in the earlier case there was a sale, and that the property did not pass 
by the document, which was a receipt for the purchase money, but by the 
prior bargain between the parties to purchase, and therefore that the 
document did not require registration. But the majority of the court held 
quite distinctly, upon the hypothesis that there was a bill of sale, and that 
the title of the wife depended on it, that inasmuch as both husband and wife 
were residing in the house in which the furniture was, it was as much in 
the possession of the wife as of the husband. Where that was the position 
of the parties it was laid down quite clearly that possession followed the 
title. In his opinion the difference of the facts between the two cases was 
immaterial, and taking the deed of gift in the present case as a good deed, 
which it was when it was executed, the goods belonged to the wife, and were 
in point of fact in her possession. What the execution creditors had to 
prove was that possession of the goods was not really in the wife, and they 
had failed to do that, because they had to admit that the title to the goods 
was in her; and the possession following the title the goods were in the 
possession of the wife. The Master was, therefore, right in holding that the 
possession of the goods was in the wife of the judgment debtor at the time 
of the seizure by the execution creditors. Then came the second point, 
and the present occasion was the first on which the meaning of s. 10 of the 
Married Woman’s Property Act, 1882, had come before the court. The 
material part of it was that ‘nothing in this Act contained shall give 
validity as against creditors of the husband to any gift, by a husband to his 
wife, of any property, which, after such gift, shall continue to bein the order 
and disposition or reputed ownership of the husband,” The language had 
evidently been borrowed from the Bankruptcy Acts, though not borrowed 
exactly. Those words almost necessarily imported that the husband was 
carrying on a business of some sort. The ambiguous position of two persons 
in respect of the property might be such that it could not be said to be in 
the reputed ownership of either the husband or the wife. Ownership could 
not be inferred, for example, merely because the man might be the occupier ; 
that created no inference as to ownership (ex parte Watkins: In re Couston 
(1873), 22 W.R. 811; L.R. 8, Ch. 520, per Lord Selborne). It seemed 
clear that when the legislature used the language of s. 10, and spoke of 
reputed ownership and disposition, it was dealing with cases where a 
man and wife were living together on premises where the husband, was 
carrying on a business, and where he had the order and disposition and 
reputed ownership of the goods. His lordship thought that s. 10 was 
intended to deal with a case like that, where husband and wife were living, 
for example, in a hotel of which the husband was known to be the pro- 
prietor, and his creditors would naturally presume that the business being 
his, the furniture would be his, and it was easy to understand in such a case 
that if the husband made a gift to his wife of the furniture it would be 
necessary to protect the creditors of the husband against such a gift. The 
circumstances were entirely different in the present case, and there was 
nothing tending to show that the husband and not the wife was the owner 
of the furniture. The Master’s decision must therefore be upheld. 

SANKEY, J., gave judgment to the same effect. CounseL: Ralph Thomas 
for the execution creditors; Wynn Werninck (Disturnal, K.C., with him), 
for the claimant. Soxicrrors: Reid Sharman & Co. ; Arthur Sugden. 

[Reported by G. H. Kort, Barrister-at-Law.] 


It is understood, says The Times, that now that the arrears in the 
undefended Divorce List have been disposed of, Lord Mersey does not 
propose to continue his sittings in the Divorce Division. Since 12th April 
last Lord Mersey has sat on some forty-four occasions, and his departure 
synchronises with a notable achievement in the disposal] of those arrears ; 
for the last of the 2,473 undefended matrimonial causes in the lists for 
Easter and Trinity Terms was before his lordship yesterday, A supple- 
mental list of 459 undefended matrimonial suits has now been published, 
and it is anticipated that these cases also will have been disposed of before 
the Long Vacation. 
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Correspondence. 


Scully v. Scully. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.} 


Dear Sir,—I have read some very curious happenings in the Divorce 
Court, and the fact that an ex-President appeared to have forgotten the 
Act of 1869 as to questions that can be asked a witness as to his or her 
failings was alittle refreshing. 

Now I see that the present President allowed Sir John Simon to ask a 
man who was living with his wife what right he had to “ steal” a letter 
addressed to his wife. The learned President himself is reported to have 
used the same phrase in his summing up. 

At Common Law a husband cannot steal from his wife, for the very good 
reason that she has not any property of a husbandly stealable nature after 
her marriage. 

Now the matter is regulated by Statute, and the M.W.P.A. 1882 expressly 
does not apply, except in cases where the spouses are living apart nor 
where so living in respect of an act when they were living together, unless 
when leaving or deserting, or about to leave or desert the other. See 
ss. 12 and 16 and Archbold, 25th edition, passim, and s. 36 of the Larceny 
Act, 1916, reproducing ss. 12 and 16 of M.W.P.A., 1882; see too R. v. 
Creamer (1919, 1 K.B. 564). 

As I had the pleasure of teaching the learned President some points of 
the law of evidence nearly 40 years ago I note this his aberration with 
sorrow. 

Yours faithfully, 
E. T. Harcraves. 

80, Coleman Street, London, E.C.2, 

4th July. 








In Parliament. 


New Statutes. 


On Ist July the Royal Assent was given to the following Acts :— 
Captive Birds Shooting (Prohibition) Act, 1921. 
Protection of Animals Act (1911) Amendment Act, 1921. 
Unemployment Insurance (No. 2) Act, 1921. 
Importation of Plumage (Prohibition) Act, 1921. 
Agriculture (Amendment) Act, 1921. 
Indian Divorces (Validity) Act, 1921. 
Housing Act, 1921. 
And to a number of local and private Acts. 


House of Commons. 


Questions. 
TRADE COMBINATIONS. 


Mr. Parkinson (Blackpool) asked the President of the Board of Trade 
whether it is intended to introduce legislation authorising the Board of 
Trade to exercise surveillance over the existence, development and activities 
of trade combinations on the lines of the recommendations contained in 
the Report of the Committee on Trusts ? 

Sir P. Luoyp-Greame: As the House has been informed on several 
previous occasions, the Government hope to introduce in due course legis 
lation in respect of trade combinations, but I cannot at present indicate 
precisely the lines on which that legislation will follow. (30th June. ) 





ENEMY DEBTS CLEARING HOUSE (STAFF). 

Lieut.-Colonel Crorr (Bournemouth) asked the President of the Board 
of Trade what is the number of the staff of the Clearing House for enemy 
debts; what are the total salaries paid to the staff; and what have been 
the total amounts received from Germany since the Department was 
formed ? 

Sir W. Mircueti-Tuomson : The staff of the Clearing Office for Enemy 
Debts, which includes also the staff employed in the Austrian and Bulgarian 
Administrations, now numbers 1,353. The total annual salaries amount to 
£313,000. As the hon. and gallant Member is no doubt aware, the expenses 
of the Clearing Office are met from a fee charged upon payments effected 
by the office: The total amount received from Germany in cash or account 
in payment of British claims admitted under Article 296 up to the date of 
the last month's settlement on 15th June, 1921, was £24,553,045. Ther 
has also been credited by Germany and paid out of proceeds of liquidations 
here under Article 297, £8,301,482. (Ist July.) 





THE TERMINATION OF THE WAR. 


Lieut.-Colonel Hurst (Moss Side) asked the Attorney-General whether 
he is aware of the hardship caused to ex-service men who let their houses 
to tenants for the duration of the War and are now unable to regain 
possession on account of the delay in ratifying the Turkish Treaty ; whether 
he is aware that in most cases the present interpretation of the phrase the 








duration of the War has defeated the true intention of contracting parties ; 
and whether he will consider the advisability of declaring by legislation or 
otherwise that, as between landlord and tenant, the War is now to be 
treated as at an end ? 

Tae Atrorney-Generat (Sir Gordon Hewart): The answer to the first 
two parts of the question isin the negative. With regard to the third part 
of the question, I understand that the Order in Council declaring the 
termination of the War may shortly be expected. (4th July.) 


Bills Presented. 

The Representation of the People (No. 2) Bill——‘‘ to amend the Repre- 
sentation of the People Acts, 1918 to 1920, with respect to interruptions of 
residence during the qualifying period,’ presented by Mr. Shortt 
(Bill 163). (30th June.) 

The War Pensions Bill—‘‘to amend the War Pensions Acts, 1915 to 
1920, and to provide for certain other matters connected with the adminis- 
tration of pensions, grants, and allowances,’ presented by Mr. Macpherson 
(Bill 164). (ist July.) 

The Water Undertakings (Modification of Charges) Bill—‘‘to make 
provision for the modification of the charges which may be made in respect of 
water undertakings,” presented by Sir Alfred Mond (Bill 165). (Sth July.) 


Bills in Progress. 


On 30th June the Bastardy Bill (changed to “ Children of Unmarried 
Parents Bill’) was reported with Amendments [Title amended), from 
Standing Committee D. 

On 4th and 5th July the Corn Production Acts (Repeal) Bill was debated 
and read a second time by 278 to 113 and committed to a Standing Com. 
mittee. 

On 5th July the Representation of the People (No. 2) Bill which, it was 
stated, is required to relieve men who have been serving in the Forces of 
a disadvantage under which they would suffer in consequence of the Repre- 
sentation of the People Act, 1918, making it necessary, in order for a man 
to qualify, for him to have been in residence at a certain place, for a given 
time—six months, was read a second time and committed to a Standing 
Committee; and the National Health Insurance Bill was read a third time 
and passed, 








New Orders, &c. 


Supreme Court, England. 
PROCEDURE. 

Tue Rvuves or tue Surreme Court, 1921. Darep June 23, 1921. 

We, the Rule Committee of the Supreme Court, hereby make the following 
Rules :— ; 

Orver XI, 

1. Sub-rule (e) of Order XI, Rule 1, and Rule 2 of the Rules of the 
Supreme Court (No. 3), 1920 [S.R. & O., 1920, No, 1296), are hereby annulled 
and the following sub-rule substituted therefor, viz. : 

(e) The action is one brought against a defendant not domiciled or 
ordinarily resident in Scotland to enforce, rescind, dissolve, annul or 
otherwise affect a contract or to recover damages or other relief for or in 
respect of the breach of a contract 

(i) made within the jurisdiction, or 
(ii) made by or through an agent trading or residing within the 
jurisdiction on behalf of a principa] trading or residing out of the 
jurisdiction, or 
(iii) by its terms or by implication to be governed by English law, 
or is one brought against a defendant not domiciled or ordinarily resident 
in Seotland or Ireland, in respect of a breach committed within the 
jurisdiction of a contract wherever made, even though such breach was 
preceded or accompanied by a breach out of the jurisdiction which 
rendered impossible the performance of the part of the contract which 
ought to have been performed within the jurisdiction. 


Orper XXII. 
2. There shall be inserted in Order XXII, Rule 17, after the words 


“ London County Council 3} per cent. Stock " the following words ;— 
tegistered London County 5} per cent. Bonds, 1930 ; 
5 per cent. London County Consolidated Stock, 1940-60, 


Orver LV. 


3. Part XI (Rules 44 to 61 both inclusive) of Order LV of the Rules of the 
Supreme Court, 1883, as amended by the Rules of the Supreme Court, 
December, 1885, and by the Rules of the Supreme Court, August, 1892, is 
hereby revoked and the following Rules shal] stand in lieu thereof, viz. :— 

* XI.—(a) CLaims oF CREDITORS AND OTHER CLAIMANTS, 


“44. Advertisements.—Upon the hearing of a summons to proceed on 
@ judgment or order directing an account of debts, claims or liabilities,or 
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an enquiry for heirs, next of kin, or other unascertained persons, the Judge 
may direct an advertisement or advertisements for creditors or other 
claimants to be issued. 

“45. By whom prepared and signed.—Every advertisement for 
creditors shall be prepared by the party prose uting the judgment or order 
and signed by his Solicitor, or if he has no Solicitor by the Master, and 
such signature shall be sufficient authority to the printer of the London 
Gazette to insert the same Every advertisement for claimants other 
than creditors shall be prepared by the party prosecuting the judgment 
or order and submitted to the Master for approval, and when approved 
shall be signed by the Master, and such signature shall be sufficient 
printer of the London Gazette to insert the same. 

and form of advertisements.—Every advertisement 
(Forms 2 & 3, Appendix L, with such variations as may be required) shall 
I claimant is to send to such person as the 

ind described in the advertisement, the 
name an 4 a nt and th full particulars of his claim. 
Notice « he } } x adjudicating on the claims shall be 
inserted ir lvertisement, d at such appointment and at any 
adjournment th f (subject ir case of creditors to the provisions of 

tule 54) everyclaimantshallat i personally or by his Solicitor to support 
his clsi Che advertisement shall contain a direction that a claimant not 
residing in England or Wales must send with particulars of his claim the 
name and address of a person in England or Wales to whom notices to 
the claimant required by th Kules or directed by the Judge can be sent. 
Any such claimant not « with this direction shal] not be entitled 
to receive any further notice and in the case of any claimant complying 
therewith a notice to the name and address mentioned by him shall be 
equivalent to anotice sent to the claimant himself. ; 

‘47. Claimants not send ng par tlars of claim excluded.—Claimants 
who do not send full particulars of their claims to the person named 
and within the time fixed by the advertisement shall be excluded from the 
benefit of the judgment or order unless the Court or Judge upon applica- 
tion made by summons shall otherwise order, Any such order may be 
made upon such terms and conditions as to costs and otherwise as the 
Court or Judge shall think fit. 

* 48. Servace of noticea on clai nia 
required or by the Judge directed to be given to or served upon claimants 
shall, unless the Judge shali otherwise direct, be deemed sufficiently 
given and served if transmitted prepaid through the post addressed to 
the claimant at the address given in the claim sent in by him pursuant 
to the advertisement, orin case such claimant is represented by a Solicitor, 
to such Solicitor at the address given by him, 


authority to th 

16. Subatar 
fix a time, within whicl 
Judge shall 


ymplying 


Every notice by this Order 


‘49. Claimants to produce documents if required.—Every claimant 
shall, if required by notice in writing (Form No. 4in Appendix L), given 
by such party as the Judge shall direct, produce all deeds and documents 
necessary to substantiate his claim before the Master at such time as 
shall be specified in such notice. 

. affidavits.—Claimants required to file affidavits 
under the subsequent rules of this Order shall not be bound to take office 
hall forthwith give notice of filing to the person to whom 
particulars of claims are to be gent, and such person shall take office 
copies and produce the same at the hearing, unless the Judge shall 
otherwise direct. 


DO. Claimant 


cople x but 


XI.—(B) Ciaims or Creprrors, 


“Sl. Examination and verification of claims.—Such party as the 
Judg shall direct 
nt in pursuant to th lvertisement, and shall ascertain, so 


hall examine the claims of persons claiming to be 
creditors s 
far as he is able, to which of such claims the estate of the deceased is 
justly liable, and | hall at least seven clear days before the time 
appointed for adjudication or within such other time as the Judge shal] 
direct, file an affidavit (Form No, 5in Appendix L) made by the executors 
or administrators of the deceased and by the person to whom claims are 
advertisement to be sent (or by such person or persons 
(Forms Nos, 6, 6a and 6B in 


required by the 
as the Judge shall direct) verifying lists 
Appendix L) 

(1) of claims which have been sent in pursuant to the advertise- 
ment; 

(2) of claims which have been received by the executors or adminis- 
trators or any of them, other than claims sent in pursuant to the 
advertisement ; 

(3) of sums of money which were or may have been due and owing 
by the ck wed at the time of his death and are or may be still due and 
owing and which have come to the knowledge of the executors or 
administrators or any of them but in respect of which no claim has 

ived or sent in as aforesaid, 

Such affidavit shall state to which of such claims or sums of money or 
parts thereof respectively the estate of the deceased is in the opinion of 
the deponents justly liable and their belief that such claims or sums of 
money or parts thereof respectively are justly due and proper to be allowed 
and the reasons for such belief. 

‘52. Adjudication on claims,— When adjudicating upon the claims of 
persons claiming to be creditors the Judge in his discretion may allow 
any of such claims, or any part thereof respectively, without proof by 
the claimants, and may direct all or any of the claims not so allowed to 
be investigated in such manner as he may think fit, and may require 
any further particulars, information, or evidence, relating to such claims, 


been rec 





and may require any claimant to attend and prove his claim, or any part 
thereof, and may adjourn the adjudication upon such claims as are not 
then allowed. 

“53. Adjournment. Further evidence.—Where on the day appointed 
for adjudicating upon the claims of persons claiming to be creditors any 
of such claims are adjourned or remain undisposed of, another day for 
adjudicating upon such claims shall be fixed, and where further evidence 
is to be adduced, the times for filing evidence in support of and in opposi-. 
tion to the claims may be fixed, and in that case the proceedings shall be 
adjourned until the evidence is completed. 

“54. Notice of claims allowed or disallowed. Unless served with nolice 
claimant need not attend.—Notice of allowance (Form No. 7 in Appendix L) 
shall be given by such party as the Judge shall direct, to every creditor 
whose claim or any part thereof has been allowed. Notice (Form No, 8 
in Appendix L) shall be given by such party as aforesaid to every person 
claiming to be a creditor whose claim or any part thereof shall not have 
been allowed to prove his claim or such part thereof as is not allowed, 
by a time to be named in such notice, not being less than seven days 
after such notice, and to attend at a time to be therein mentioned being 
the time appointed for adjudicating on the claim; and in case the 
claimant shal! not comply with such notice, his claim, or such part thereof 
as aforesaid, may be disallowed. No person claiming to be a creditor 
need make any affidavit nor attend in support of his claim (except to 
produce his security) unless he is served with a notice requiring him to 
do so as provided by this Rule. Every person claiming to be a creditor 
shall produce the security (if any) held by him before the Master at such 
time as shal! be specified in the advertisement for adjudicating on the 
claims. 

"55, Costs.—A creditor who has established his debt in the Judge's 
chambers under any judgment or order shall be entitled to the costs of 
so establishing his debt, unless the Judge shall otherwise direct, and 
the sum to be allowed for such costs shall be fixed by the Judge, unless 
he shall think fit to direct the taxation thereof, and the amount of such 
costs, or the sum allowed in respect thereof, shall be added to the debt 
so established. The Judge may disallow any costs of a claimant 
unnecessarily or improperly incurred and may order a claimant to pay 
the costs of any party or parties incurred in opposing any claim or any 
part of a claim which the claimant has failed to establish. 

“56. List of claims allowed.—A list of creditors’ claims allowed shall 
be made out and left in the Judge’s chambers by such party as the 
Judge shall direct. 

“57. Payment of creditors,—Where any judgment or order is made 
for payment by the Paymaster-General to creditors, the party prosecuting 
such judgment or order shall send to each such creditor or to his solicitor 
(if any) a notice in the form prescribed by or under the Supreme Court 
Funds Rules that the cheques may be received from the Paymaster- 
General, and such party shall, when required, produce any documents 
necessary to enable such creditors to receive their cheques. 


**XI.—(c) Cratms or PERSONS OTHER THAN CREDITORS. 


58. Affidavit verifying claims.—In the case of claimants other than 
creditors such party as the Judge shall direct, shall, at least seven clear 
days before the time appointed for adjudication or within such time as 
the Judge shall direct, file an affidavit (Form No. 8a in Appendix L) 
to be made by the executors or administrators of the deceased or by the 
trustees and in each case by the person to whom the claims are required 
by the advertisement to be sont (or by such persons as the Judge shall 
direct) verifying lists of the claims (Forms Nos. 88 and 9 in Appendix L) 
the particulars of which have come to the knowledge of the executors, 
administrators or trustees or any of them, or which have been sent in 
pursuant to the advertisement. 

“59. Adjudication on claims.—At the time appointed for adjudicating 
upon the claims of claimants other than creditors the times for filing 
evidence in support of and in opposition to the claims may be fixed, and 
in that case the proceedings shall be adjourned until the evidence is 
completed. 

**60. Claimants who have established their claims to be served with 
notice of judgment.— Wherea claimant other than a creditor has established 
his claim he shall, if not already a party, and unless the Court or a Judge 
shall otherwise direct, be served with notice of the judgment or order 
pursuant to Order 16, Rule 40, and when he has been so served and has 
entered an appearance he shall unless the Court or a Judge shall other- 
wise direct, be entitled as part of his costs of action (if allowed) to costs 
properly incurred in proving his claim previously to his having entered 
an appearance.” 


ORDER LY, B. 
4. Order LV, B is hereby repealed and the following Order shall stand 


in lieu thereof :— 


ORDER LY, B. 
APPEALS AND Proceepines UNDER— 
I. Tue Nationat Heattu Insurance Acts, 1911 To 1920, 
Il. Tue UnempLoyment Insurance Act, 1920 [10-1 G. 5. c. 30]. 
III, Tue Iypemyiry Act, 1920[10-1 G. 5. c, 48). 
I, Nationa, HEALTH INSURANCE ActTs, 1911 To 1920. 
1. An appeal under section 66 of the National Insurance Act, 1911 


[1-2 G. 5. ¢. 55] (as amended by section 27 of the National Insurance Act, 
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1913 [3-4 G. 5. c. 37] and section 10 of the National Health Insurance 
Act, 1920 [10-1 G. 5. ¢. 10] from a decision of the Minister of Health shall be 
instituted in the King’s Bench Division of the High Court of Justice by 
originating notice of motion. 

2. Any person who feels aggrieved by, and is desirous of appealing against 
a decision of the Minister of Health may, within 21 days from the date of 
the decision, or within such further time as the Minister may allow, by notice 
in writing addressed to the Minister, stating the grounds of his appeal, 
require the Minister to state a case setting forth the facts on which his 
decision was based, and his decision thereon, and the Minister shall, as soon 
as may be, state the case and send it by registered post to the person 
aggrieved. A case stated by the Minister shall be signed by him or by 
such person as he may authorise in that behalf, 

3. An originating n tion shall be filed in the Crown Offic 
at the Royal Courts of Justice within 21 days of the despatch of the case 
or within such further time as the Court may allow, and the notice of motion 
shall at least twenty-one days before the time fixed by the notice for making 
the motion be served upon the Minister and, together with a copy of the 
case, Upon every party to, or person served with notice of the proceedings 
before the Minister who is directly affected by the appeal. The notic« 
of motion shall be in the form No, 18B set out in Part IL of Appendix B, 
and shall state the grounds of the appeal. The case shall be entered in a 
list to be kept at the Crown Office for that purpose. 

4. Proceedings on a reference of a question under proviso (iii) to section 
66 (1) of the National Insurance Act, 1911, by the Minister of Health to 
the High Court for decision shall be instituted in the King’s Bench Division 
by originating notice of motion in the form No. 18c set out in Part IT of 
Appendix B. The notice of motion shall be filed in the Crown Office at 
the Royal Courts of Justice and shall be entered in the list referred to in the 
last paragraph. 

5. The Minister shall state the question referred by him to the Court 
together with the facts relating thereto in a case statedJand signed in the 
same manner as on an appeal. 

6. The Minister desirous of referring the question as aforesaid shall 
serve notice of motion, together with a copy of the case, upon the persor 
or one of the persons as betwe en whom and the Minist« r the question ha 
arisen, at least 21 days before the time fixed by the notice for making the 
motion. 

7. Upon the hearing of an appeal or reference the Court shal] have 
power if it thinks fit to amend the case or to order the case to be sent back 
to the Minister for amendment or to receive further evidence. 

8. The Court in all cases of appeals or references shall have power t 
draw inferences of fact from the facts set forth in the case, and shall determine 
all questions arising thereon, and in all cases of appeals shall have power 
to reverse, aflirm, or amend the decision appealed against or to make such 
other order as it may think fit, including any order as to costs. 

9, The decision of the Court on an appeal or reference shall be embodi« 
in a certificate to be signed by the Judge at the hearing and the original 
thereof shall be filed in the Crown Office and a copy thereof sent by th: 
Crown Office to the Minister of Health and to the parties appearing at the 
hearing of the appeal or reference respectively. 

10. The ordinary practice and rules of the King’s Bench Division shal] 
in so far as the same are applicable and are not inconsistent with this Part 
of this Order apply to proceedings under this Part of this Order. 

11. Nothing in this Part of this Order shal! be construed to affect any 
right vested in the Crown by virtue of the Royal Prerogative. 


tice of m 


I1.—Unemp.LoyMent Insurance Act, 1920, 


12, Every appeal under proviso (1) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of 
the Act from a decision of the Minister shall be by way of notice of motion 
to a single Judge of the King’s Bench Division of the High Court 
nominated by the Lord Chancellor (hereinafter referred to as “* the Judge ’’), 
and may be brought on questions of law, or of fact, or of mixed law and 
fact. 

13. The notice of motion shall be in the form No. 18p set ovt in Part 
Il of Appendix B, and shall state the grounds of appeal, and the day named 
in the notice for the hearing of the motion shall be not less than 21 days after 
the service of the notice. 

14, Any appeal from a decision of the Minister shall be brought within 
21 days of the date on which notice of the decision is given by the Ministe1 
to the party desirous of appealing. 

15. The notice of motion shal] be served upon all parties to the decision 
and upon the Minister, and within four days after the service thereof a 
copy of the notice shall be filed in the Crown Office. 

16. Where an appeal has been brought against a decision of the Minister 
any person (other than a person served with the notice of appeal) who 
claims to be affected by the decision may apply to the Judge for leave to 
intervene in the appeal and upon such application the Judge may make such 
order as he thinks fit. If leave is given to any person to intervene that 
person shali from the time at which such leave is given be deemed to be 
& party to the appeal, but shall not be entitled to require or receive any 
notice or other document served or required by this Part of this Order to 
be served before he became a party unless the Judge otherwise directs, 

17. In any proceedings under this Part of this Order, the Judge may 
make any amendment necessary to enable him to decide the substantia! 
and real question sought to be raised by the appeal. 

18. The evidence on the appeal may be given either by affidavit or 
vied voce or partly by one way and partly by the other. Provided thatif 
any party intends to rely on any evidence by affidavit they or he shal! 


| 
ten days at least 








before the hearing deliver or send by post to the other 
party a copy of any affidavit intended to be used or in default shall not be 
sllowed to use the same except by special leave of the Judge. 

19. Any party may within four days after receipt of a copy of any 
iflidavit intended to be used as in Rule 18 mentioned give to the other 
requiring the deponent to be produced at the hearing for 


party a notice 
1, his affidavit 


cross-examination and, unless the deponent is so produc« 
shall not be used unk 
20. Any party may give not 
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shall be embodied in a certificate to be 
or after the hearing of the appeal and the original 
thereof shall be filed in the Crown Office, and a copy thereof sent by the 
Crown Office to the Minister and to th , 

22. No costs of any proceedings shall be allowed to either party unless 
the Judge shallin any cas pecial order allow such costs, 

23. Any of the times limited by this Part of this Order may be extended 
or reduced by the Judge. 

24. The 

xcept the practice as to interro 


parties respectively. 


Division 
as to 


Bench 


and rules of th King 


ratories bit including the 


ordinary practice 
practice 
amendments, discovery, f documents or property, examination 
of witnesses in and out of Court, 
evidence, postponing the hearing and service of proceedings) shall in so 
far as the same are not inconsistent with this Part of this Orderapply to 
proceedings under this Part of this Order. 

25. All documents which by Part of thi 
served upon any party shall also be served upon the Minister 

26. Any interlocutory applications authorised by this Part of this Order 
urse of the proceedings may be made by 


in P ection 


ompelling attendance of witnesses, 


this Order at required to be 


1 which may ve necessary in the « 


summons intituled in the same manner as the notice of motion in the form 
No. i8p in Part Il of Appendix B to a Master of the King’s Bench Division 
whose decision shall be subject to an appeal to the Judge, 


7 Any q tion referred by the Minister under proviso (ii) of sub 


27. 
section (1) of section 10 of the Act shall be so referred by 
in the form No, 15a set out in Part IL of Appendix B, and upon any such 
reference to the persons in respect of whom the question for the decision 
f the Minister has arisen shall be deemed to be the partics t the issue, 
28 Upon any reference under the last Rule a person (not 
sue) claiming to be interested in or affected 
the Minister may apply for leave to intervene 
manner as a person may apply to intervene 


way f an issue 


‘ precedul 
riginally a party to the i 
by the question referred by 
in the reference in the sam 
* 
in an appeal 
29. All the provision 


f this Part of this Order with reference to appeals 


hall apply, in far as the re not inconsistent, to refer in the same 
manner as they apply to appeal 

30. The issue shall be prepared by the Minister, and a draft of the same 
hall be delivered or sent by post to the parties, who shall retarn the same 
upproved or with any suggested alterations within fourteen days after the 
same shall have been delivered to him or ought in the ordinary course of 
post to have been received by him. If the draft issue is not returned by 
iny party within such fourteen days the same shall at the expiration of that 


} 


time be deemed to have been approved by that party if the party suggests 


any alterations in the form of the issue to which the Minister docs not agree 
the form shall b ttled b eof the Masters of the King jonch Division 
on an application for that purpose 

31. Within fourteen days after the issue is approved or settled the 


rs in writing 
to rely at 


parties particul 


son which he 


Minister shall deliver or sand by post to th 
in a concise form of the facts and groune 
the hearing of the issue. 

32. Within fourteen days 
to in Rule 31 every party 
particulars in writing in a conci 
party intends to rely at the h 
party shall be deemed to admit the fact 
particulars, 

33. Within 21 days after the delivery or posting of the particulars 
referred to in Rule 31 the Minister shall set down the issue for hearing 
in the Crown Office at the Royal Courts of Justice in a list to be kept for 
ind shall f send by post to the parties 


intends 


fter the receipt of the particulars referred 
hall deliver or send by post to the Minister 
ise form of the facts and grounds on which that 
ing of the suit In default thereof the 
ind grounds alleged in the Minister's 


that purpose rthwith deliver or 


notice that he has so entered the same 
34. Upon the hearing of a reference the Judge shall have power to draw 
inferences from the fact t forth in the issue and in the parti ilars and 


shall determine all questions arising thereor 
35. Service of any document 1 
served on the Ministers ll be effected by servir the docun ntin q restion 
upon the Solicitor to the Ministry of Labour at 3, Richmond Terrace, 
Whitehall, Lond 
36. Any application to the Judge or a Master under tl 
Order shall be by 
37. Nothing in this Part of this Order shall be con 
right vested in the Crown by virtue of the Roya 
38. In this Part of this Order “the Act’? means ** The Unemployment 
Insurance Act 1920,"' and the ** Minister ’’ means the ** Minister of Labour.’ 
Ii].—Inpemwnity Act, 1920. 
39. Every ‘py ul to the Court of Appeal from \ ireetion or deter- 
mination of the Tribunal under proviso (1) of section 2 (1) of the Indemnity 
Act, 1920, shall be brought by way of notice of motion, 


quire d by 


Part of this 


summons 


trued t affect 


my 


Prerogative 
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40. The notice of motion shall be in the form No 
of Appendix B, and shall state the point or points « 
or determination on which the feels I 
in the notice for the hearing of the mot 
after the service of the notice. 

$1. Any appeal from a direction or det 
be brought within 21 days of the date 
is given or made, 

$2. rhe notice of motion hall | 
or determinatios 

13. Inany proceedings 


imendment necessary t 


18e set outin Part I 
f law by the direction 
ippellant feels aggrieved and the day named 
n shall be not less than 21 days 
Tribunal! shall 


rdetermination 


rmination of the 
n which the direction 
| upon all parties to the direction 
inder this Part of this Order, the Court 
enable it to decide 
ight to be raised by the appeal 
iling shall within four days after the service of the 
ifticer of the Court of Appeal a copy of the notics 
und such officer shall thereupon set down the 
ial list of appeals, and it shall come on to be heard 
such list, unl the Court of Appeal o1 
lirect, but snott yme into the paper for he 


f App 
may make any the substantial 
and re il questi ns 

44. The 
same leave with the proper « 
of Lippe il t be filed, 
entering the same 
according to it rder in 
thereof shall otherwise 


before the day named in the n ee I appe | 

15. Any party give notice to any other party to produce any 
document or d it the h f the appeal, Any party 1 Ly give 
to any other party notice to admit facts or documents, 

46, The decision of the Court of Appeal shall be embodied in an Order 
and the original thereof shall be filed in the Crown Office and a copy thereof 
sent by the Crown Office to the Tribunal and to the parties respectively, 

47. Subject to the foregoing provisions of this Part of this Order, the 
Rules of Order LVIII of the Rules of the Supreme Court and any other 
Rules for the time being in force with respect to appeals from the High 
Court to the Court of Appeal! shall so far as practicable apply to and govern 
all appeals under proviso (1) of section 2 (1) of the Indemnity Act, 1920. 

48. In this Part of this Order the expression “ the Tribunal 
Tribunal referred t ms (4) and (5) of section 2 of the 
Act, 1920, 


party appe 


ippeal by 
ina Spe 
i judge 
tring 


may 


uments ring 


” me ins the 
in sub-secti Indemnity 


Arrenpix B ro rug R.S.( 1883. 


5. Form No, [8pin Part IL of Appendix B to the Rules of the Supreme 
i set outin Appendix B to thes 


Court, 1883, is hereby revoke+ nd the form 
I8c, 18p, and 18g respectively in 


Rules shall stand as Forn Da, 1S 
( irt, | 


Part Il of Appendix B to the Rules of th 
Aprenvix L To tHe RS. 


6. Forms Nos. 2 to 9inclusive in Appendix L to the Rules of the Supreme 
Court, 1883, are hereby revoked, and the Forms set out in Appendix L to 
these Rules shall stand in lieu thereof 


AprEeNnbIx N To TH 


7. The ified in Clause No. 106 of Appendix N to the 
of the Supreme Court as payable during the continuance of th present 
War and for a period of thereafter shall be further increased 
from two shillings and a penny to three shillis per folio where the nun 
of folios does not ex sand nineyps 
where the 


pupre mit 


1883. 


R.S.C., 1883. 


charges sp 


Rules 
ix month 


eed twenty, and to two shilli 
if folios exceeds twent 
ified in Clause N 


during tl 


number ; 

~ 'h ha sper 
of the Supreme Court as 
and for a period of six months thereafter 
farthings to twopence per folio for ea 
first twenty copies. 

9 Rules 7 and 8 of these Rules shall! n 
onthe 20th day f April, 1921, had ilready bee 
to be charged therewith or to the person chargeable therewit! 
or to Bills then already lodged f ition or taxed certified or allowed 

10, These Rules may be cited as the Rules of the Supreme Court, 1921, 
and shall come into operation on the Ist day of July, 1921, and the Rules 
of the Supreme Court, 1883, shall have effect as amended by these Rules. 

ll. The following Rules which came into force on the 20th day of 
1921, as Provisional Rules, shall continue in force till the Ist day o 
1921, on which day they shall be supers led and replaced by Rules 
8, 9 and 10 of these Rules. 

The National Health Insurance (Procedure on Appeal) Rules, 1921. 
The Unemployment Insurance Act Kules, 1921. 
The Rules of the Supreme Court (Indemnity Act), 1921. 
The Rules of the Supreme Court (Costs No. 1 Rules), 1921. 
Dated the 23rd day of June, 1921 
Birkenhead, ( 
1. 7. Lawrence, C.J. 
Sterndale, M.R 
Henry BE. Duke, V. 
R. M. Bray, J 


107 of Appendix N to the Rules 
continuance of the present War 
shall be further increased from five 
h additional ten cx pies beyond the 


payable 


t apply to Bills of Costs which 
ndelivered to the client sought 
rv liable thereto 


High Court of Justice, Kings’ Bench Division. 
SITTINGS IN OCTOBER, 1921. 

Several C en or twenty, willsit during the last week 
of tl Long Vacation, viz., from Wednesday, October 5th, up to and 
including Tuesday, October 11th, for the trial of Causes or Matters in the 
King’s Bench Division entered in the Middlesex List for trial without 
a Jury. 


yurts, probably eighté 


A special list and, if necessary, supplemental] lists of the Causes and 
Matters warned for trial during this week will be published. 

Rules of Court will be made enabling Pleadings to be delivered and 
amended and applications to be made in these Causes and Matters on and 
after the 12th September during the Long Vacation. 

Applications for the postponement of any of these Causes or Matters for 
the convenience of Counsel wil! not be granted and none of these 
will be postponed except on account of the illness of material witnesses or 
some other equally urgent ground. 

Lord Chancellor's Office, 

House of Lords, 
5th July, 1921. 


Causes 


Board of Trade Order. 


yard of Trade 
()thee now 


announce 
wwaiting the approval of the 


The Be that by an agreement made with the 
German Clearing Reichstag, the 
time for lodging claims with the British and German Clearing Offices by 
| their respective nationals under Article 206, Section III, Part X, of the 
| Treaty of Versailles, has been extended to 30th September. No further 
| claims under the above article will be accepted after that date by the 
clearing offices concerned. 








Societies. 


The Law Society’s Provincial Meeting. 

invitation fre the Scarbor 

1 Meeting this year in Scarborous 
n Tuesday and Wedn 


vill, it is expected, be 


irrive in Scarbt 


sitors will and 
Town Hall in the 


a reception i the 
Members will meet at the Grand Hotel at 

Mayor (Alderman M. T. Whittaker, J.P 
ymed the Members attending the 
ident of the Law Society will then deliver his 
Address This will be followed by the reading and di ussion of Papers 
contributed by Members of the Society. The Meetin urn from 
1.30 to 2.30 for Luncheon, and will close at 4.30. 

In the evening Members will be entertained at a 
the spa. 

Wed lay, the & ctober The Meeting wi 
when the reading and discussion of P 
Meeting 2.30 for Li eon, and 


at 4.50. 


lay, the 4th October 
10.30 a.m 
the Chair 


. when the will take 


and having we Meeting will 


vacate the Chair The Pre 
will adj 


cial Concert at 


datll 
pers ntinued, 


will cl 


t the Gi 
i be obt 
on or bef 


ber 


. the 6th Oct 
Particulars 
ig ire being made for lad 
Mee g to ve free 
| for sever 


od being placed at the 


borough Society are arrangi 


in the detailed programme. 
ies and n attending 
visit to the Spa Grounds an 


Hard Courts 


gentleme 
during the 
f Links and Tennis Court 
ir di sal 
will be entitled to take a lady to th 


} 
iamis 


in the neg ) url 

Each member 
und excursions (« | Dinne 

Any Member who proposes t ttend the Meeting, should signify | 
intention, on or before Sth day of A ist, to Mr. J ey w ball, the 
ting Honorar i of the Scart rough society 
Bank Chambers, S« rough, stati whether ke will be accompa 
byalady. Th ry will then send hin ther particu 
und, if required, inf iat 1 as to Ils and othe mmodation 

price of the Dinner T 

The Council will be 
to read Papers at y 

Any Member 10 contemplat favouring ‘ i vith a Paper, 
should let Mr. E k, the Secretary of the Lay ciety, know the 
subject of it on or before the 1st day of August. The Council will then consider 
the subjects proposed, and select such as they « most suitabl 
for discussion at the Meeting, imate their Members in 
time to enable them to prepare their Papers 

Those Members wl 
less, prepare and submit them, and they will be read 
the time at the disposal of the Meeting suffice. 

Subject to the control of the P f the Law Society, each Memeber 
attending the Meeting will be at liberty to speak and vote upon any mattctr 
under discussion, but all resoluti pinions of the Meetir g 


tertainment 


addres 


onside! 


ind will int 


we Papers are not amon 


those selected may, neverthe- 
sh 


ussed ould 


ident 





eXpressive « | 

will be framed in the form of recommendations or requests to the Council 

to take the subjects of such resolutions into their consideration, 
The hotel accommodation in Scarborough is in demand. 


therefore will be necessary if rooms are desired. 


Early notice 





B: 
TI 
last 
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thei 
Att 
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Cou 
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=_ 
The Hardwicke Society. 

The Dinner cf this Society will be at 7.15 for 7.30, on Thursday, 
Ith July, at the Connaught Rooms, Grea 1 Street, W.C.2. The 
tight Hon. Lord Carson, The Right Hon. The Lord Chief Justice of 
England, The Hon. Sir James Allen and John Rawlinson, K.C., M.P. 
will be among the guests. 

Tickets: may be obtair yy members for themselves and their gut 


at the price of 12s. , from William Hereward, 4, Brick Court, 


Tem! le. 





; ; Peo Dicsiiiimiia — 

Belgian Bar and English Barristers. 

The Federation of Belgian Advocates held its annual session in Antwerp 
last Saturday and invited representatives of the English and American Bar 
to mark its appreciation of the efforts made to assist Belgian lawyers and 
their families during the war. The following attended the Session :—The 
Attorn »y-General, the Solicitor-General, the Lord Advocate for S« otland, 
Sir Frederick Pollock, K.C., Mr. T. R. Hughes, K.C. (Chairman of the Bar 
Council), Mr. H. F. Manisty, K.C., Mr. A. A. Hudson, K.C., Mr. R. E. L. 
Vaughan Williams, K.C., Mr. E. 8. Cox-Sinclair, and Mr. J. Arthur Barratt 
(representing the American Bar Association), About 400 Belgian barristers 
were present, and the warmest thanks were expressed towards their British 


and American colleagues for the aid given during their exile. 





Companies. 
London Joint City and Midland Bank Limited. 
The Directors of the London Joint City and Midland Bank Limited 


in interim dividend for the half year ended June 30th last at the 
rate of 18 per cent. per annum, less income tax, pay tble on July 15th. The 


lividend for the corresponding period of 1920 was at the same rate. 


announce 





, 
Law Students’ Journal. 
The Law Society. 
STUDENTSHIPS, 1921. 

The Council, acting on the recommendation of the Legal Education 
Committee, has made the following award of Studentships, of the annual 
value of £40 each, renewable at the discretion of the Council, subject to the 
conditions prescribed in the Regulations : 

CLASS A. 
(Candidates under 19, har ing certain educational qualific ations.) 
Mr. Ertc Georce Motynevx FLercuer. 

[Mr. Fletcher was educated at Radley College, and is articled with 

Mr. Arthur M. Bramall, of 3 Verulam Buildings, Gray’s Inn, W.C.] 
Mr. Ernest VERNOR MILES. 

[Mr. Miles was educated at Uppingham School, and is articled with 
Mr. Edward Vernor Miles, of 30 Theobald’s Road, W.C.] 

An additional studentship in this class has been awarded to ; 

Mr. Frank Newton Batrerssy. 
{Mr. Battersby was educated at Mill Hill School. ] 
Honourable mention is awarded to : 
Miss Dorotuy CLEMENTINA JOHNSON. 
Miss Johnson was educated at St. Paul's Girls’ School, Hammersmith, 
and is articled with Mr. W. Goldfinch Bate, of 35 Bedford Row, W.C.} 
CLASS B. 
(Articled clerks having at least three years to serve.) 
No award, 
By Order of the Council, 
E. R. COOK, 


24th June, 1921. Secretary. 


Finan EXAMINATION. 
Hoxnours—June, 1921. 
**T he names of the Solicitors to whom the Candidates served under Articles 
of ¢ lerkship follow the name sof the Candidates. 

At the Final Examination of Candidates for Admission on the Roll of 
Solicitors of the Supreme Court, the Examination Committee recommended 
the following as being entitled to Honorary Distinction ; 

First Chass. 
(In order of merit.) 
. Jonn Irevanp Eacer (Mr. Perey George Eager, of Horsham). 

Norman Tuomas Baynes (Mr. Thomas Godfrey Baynes, of Dartford 

and Bexley Heath). 

3. Jouw Taytor Hastam-Jones (Mr. John Wilmer Hives, of London) 
4. Recrxatp Epwis Bowne (Mr. George Bluett Winch, of the firm of 

Messrs. Winch & Winch, of Chatham). 





SeEconpD CLASS. 


Noel Edgar Barraclough (Mr. Norman Charles Barraclough, LL.B., of 
the firm of Messrs. Evans, Barraclough & Co., of London). 

Thomas John Hughes (Mr. Frederick Morton Radcliffe, of Liverpool). 

John Forbes Lorimer (Mr. George Edward Wilkinson, M.A., of the firm 
of Messrs. Wilkinson & Marshall, of Newcastle-upon-Tyne). 

Herbert John Philcox (Mr. Cyril Collingwood Maughan, B.A., of the firm 
of Messrs. Boys & Maughan, of Margate). 

Harold John Snell (Mr. John Beddome Snell, of the firm of Messrs, 
Snell & Co., of Tunbridge Wells). 

Turrp Cass, 
John Gordon Archibald, M.A, Oxon. (formerly a Barrister) 

Reginald Edgar Morris Bew (Mr. James Albert Morris Bew (deceased), 
and Mr. Charles Edward Beare Longeroft, both of Chichester). 

Frederick William Briggs (Mr. William Edwards, of the firm of Messrs. 
Braikenridge & Edwards, of London). 

John Albert Frederick Callis (Mr. Charles William Callis, of Blackpool). 

Sidney Charies Diplock (Sir Charles Augustus Woolley, of the firm of 
Messrs. A. C. Woolley & Bevis, of Brighton). 

William Giraldus Evans, M.A., Wales (Mr. John Thomas Richards, of 
Cardiff) 

George Fielding Grundy (Mr. Richard Henry Leech, of the firm of 
Messrs. Marsh, Son & Calvert, of Leigh, Lancashire) 

William Arthur Hutton (Mr. Reginald Carter Nelson, of the firm of 
Ranson & Co,, of Sunderland). 

Alfred Ledger, LL.B., London (Mr. John Bright Clegg, of Rochdale), 

Russell Llewelyn Mandeville Lloyd (Mr. Joseph Lloyd, of the firm of 
Messrs. Joseph Lloyd & Co., of Rhyl). 

Thomas Stuart Overy (Sir Ernest Roney and Mr. Julian Roney, both of 
the firm of Messrs. Roney & Co., of London). 

Vincent Washington Guest Ranger (Mr. William Frost, of the firm of 
Messrs. Ranger, Burton & Frost, of London), 

Aubrey Herbert Smith (Mr. Norman Herbert Smith (deceased), and 
Mr. Edgar Oliver Goss, both of the firm of Messrs. Herbert Smith, Goss, 
King & Gregory, of London). 

George Cyril Teebay (Mr. Patrick James McKnight, of Hanley). 

Samuel Webster Yelloly (Mr. Leonard Alfred Lauraine North, of London), 


The Council of the Law Society have accordingly givey a Class Certificate 
ind awarded the following Prizes of Books ; 

To Mr. Eager: The Daniel Reardon Prize, value about £46; 
Clement’s Inn Prize, value about £18, 


and the 
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LAW REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY 
LIMITED 
No. 15, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON, W.C. 
ESTABLISHED 1853. 
£400,000 
, £331,130 
ADVANCES MADE THEREON. 
tained at the Society's Office. 
G. H. MAYNE, Secretary. 


Capital Stock 
Debenture Stock 
REVERSIONS PURCHASED. 


Porms of Proposal and full information can he 








To Mr. Baynes: The Clifford’s Inn Prize, value £5 5s.; and the John 
Mackrell Prize, value about £13. 

To Mr. Haslam-Jones : The New Inn Prize, value £5 5s. 

To Mr, Bone: The Law Society's Prize, value £5 5s. 

The Council hay s to the Candidates in the Second 
and Third Classes. 

One hundred and fifty-nine Candidates gave notice for Examination. 

By Order of the Council, 
EK. R. COOK, 
Secretary. 


‘given Claas Certificate 


Law Society's Hall, Chancery Lane, London, W.C.2. 
Ist July 1921. 


INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATION, 

The following Candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order) were 
successful at the Intermediate Examination held on 15th and 16th June, 
1921. 

A Candidate 


same time 


is not obliged to take both parts of the Examination at the 


First CLass 
Herbert Alfred Shaw 
PASSED 


Edwin Lee, Charles Ernest Oulton 
Met irthy, John George 


Austin, Robert Charles 
Barlow, Thomas Herbert 
Selsher, Alfred Martin, Frederick 

tjontham, William Ellis Lisle Moir, Kenneth Macrae, B.A. (Cantab) 
solton, Robert Moore 
Bregman, Sidney Newstead, Leonard 

Brown, Grace Pardoe, Cuthbert Braddy 
Brown, Harold John, B.A. (Cantab.) Race, Donald 

Robinson, Terence 

Robinson, William Shaw Andrew 
Rucdling, Thomas Edward 


, Sidney 


Champion, Savile Geoffrey 
Claremont, Irene Lawton 
Crozier, Thomas Edward Cecil 
Cunnington, Horace Hargreave Russell, Edward Dennis 

Davies, Heber Russell, Rudyard Holt 

de Sa, Vitus B.Se. (Bombay) Simons, Leonard 

Standring, Geoffrey Hugh Mather 
Strong, Charles Cyril 

Sturgess, William Joseph 

Terry, Henry Goldup 

Trewavas, Charles 

Toplis, Wilfrid Lee 

Walters, Albert John 

Ward, Robert 


Dixon, Maurice 

Dolman, Arthur Frederick 
Fearnley, Nora, M.Sc. (Manchester) 
Fletcher, Albert 

Francis, William James 

ginald Eustace 

uis Faustin 


Gardner, Re 
Gledhill, Ls 
Goodyear, Norman 
Griffin, Arthur Frank White, Leonard William Arthur 
Hasselwood, Ernest Haye Wilson, Robert 

Hill, Perey Horace Wilson, Robert Hilton 
Jackson, William Christopher Wyatt, Wilfred Adlington 


Tue FottowrG CANDIDATES HAVE Passep THE LecaL Portion ONLY. 


Anderson, Wallace Gregory, Albert Victor 
Anderson, William Walter John Harris, John Moreton 
Baker, Alfred Morris Harrison, George Beaumont 
Baker, Thomas Henry Morton Hill, Frederick George 
Besant, Ernest Bryden Hughes, Clifford Bowen 
Bray, Cyril Johnston, Stephen Soane 
Butcher, George Weatherhead Kay Jones, Meirion Oliver 
Chalmers-Hunt, Cyril Leonard Lewis, Wilfrid Goodman 
Clarke, William Carlyle Lloyd, John Lewis 

Davey, William Charles McCallum, Duncan 

Dible, Irene Manaton, Arthur John 
Dixon, Clive Matthews, Royd Harniman 
Drewett, Richard John Meredith, William Martin 
Dudeney, Reginald Leslie Yardley Miles, Ernest Vernor 

Ekins, Wilfrid Thomas Collier Moody, Christopher William 
Frost, Alfred Neale, Denys Alfred 
Gammage, Thomas Faulkner Palmer, Charles McDonald 
Gilbert, Walter Parry-Jones, Maurice Bryan 
Glover, Edwin Hamilton Pemberton, Stanley 





Pleasance, Harry 
Plunkett, Donald William 
Potts, Henry 

Prance, Miles Howard 
Prichard, James 

tiche, Edwin Leslie Harding 
towe, Dora Mary 

Sirrell, Sidney 

Stanners, Ralph Lowe 
Storey, Bernard Donald 
Sturgess, George 


No, of Candidates, 207 ; 


Tue Fo.ttowinG CANDIDATES HAVE 


Swayne, Roderic 

Sword, Charles Thomas 

Thomas, David 

Tickle, Allan Stanley Whalley 
Walker, Evelyn Degory 

Walton, Francis Edwin 

Ward, Ralph 

White, Charles Frederick 
Whittingham, Richard Wilbraham 
Wood, Frederick 


passed, 112. 


Passep THE Trust ACCOUNTS anp 


BooOKKEEPING PorTION ONLY. 


Adcock, Robert Henry 

Archibald, Myles Faleon Downes 

Ashworth, Reginald 

Atkins, Clifford Boissonade 

Atkinson, Herbert 

Baker, Philip Howard Horton 

Barrow, Philip Frederick Richard 

seatty, Charlotte Maud, B.A. 
(London) 

Belt, George Robert 

Setts, Claude Frederick 

Biddle, William Joseph 

Blewett, Sidney Thomas 

sriggs, Alfred Herbert 


Howard, Allen 

Jay, Charles Frederick 

Jones, William 

Kemlo, Henry Archibald 

Kenshole, William Douglas 

Langton, Herbert Allan Guy 

Lawson, Henry Brailsford, B.A., 
LL.B. (Cantab.) 

Layman, Felix Herbert, B.A., LL.B. 
(Cantab.) 

Layne, Philip Standring 

Lewis, Cyril Frederick 

Lewis, Lewis William 


Light, Wilfred 


Brooks, Hartley, LL.B. (Manchester) McKenzie, Donald Pirrie 


Brownson, George Stephen, M.A., 
LL.B. (Cantab.) 

Butler, Walter 

Chalton, Thomas Ley 

Chaproniere, John Augustus Henry 

Charles, Thomas James 

Chilleott, Richard Ralph Bernard 

Clark, George Frederick Lionel Foss 

Clayton, Daniel Preece 

Cleverley, Geoffrey Charles, B.A. 
(Oxon.) 

Collin, Frank 

Collis, Herbert Charles Clive 

Cutting, Hugh William Paterson 

Dann, Sydney William Henry 

Darby, Philip Rutland 

Davies, David John 

Dawkins, Ernest Ward 

Dodds, John Matthewson 

Dutton, John Harry Moore 

Edwards, Harry Melville 

Elborne, John, B.A. (Cantab.) 

Elliott, John Edwin 

Exell, Francis George 

Ffooks, Edward Cambridge, B.A. 
(Oxon.) 

Fowler, John Thomas Francis 

Freeman, Alan Gurth 

Gilshenan, Christopher Leonard 
Patrick 

Goodfellow, Alan 

Griggs, Albert Henry Gerald 

Groves, Sydney 

Guest, Cecil Marmaduke 

Gunnell, John Henry 

Haden, Ernest William 

Hall, John Heap 

Harris, Joseph Grahame 

Haslam, Harold 

Hattersley, Charles Marshall, B.A., 
LL.B. (Caittab.) 

Hawthorne, Thomas Oliver Leslie 

Hayes, Albert Charles Hinks 

Hillman, Leslie Chester 

Hilton, Sydney 

Hirst, Arthur John Croslegh 

Hole, Bruce Binford 

Holmes, Theodore Hedley 

Horsley, Alan Raymond 

Horton, Edward Victor 


Marsden, Briggs Holden 

Mason, Henry Allan 

Minshull], George Botterell 

Moxon, John Francis 

Murphy, James William 

Nutt, George Edward Orme 

Nuttall, George Farnworth 

Parker, Arthur Thursfield 

Pearkes, Leslie Vincent 

Perkins, Arthur Benjamin 

Porter, John William 

Powell, Ernest Walter 

Read, Eric, B.A. (Cantab.) 

Richmond, Ralph Laverton 

Ritchie, Isabel Marianne Crane 

Roberts, Algernon Cassan, B.A. 
(Cantab.) 

Roberts, Ronald Richard Pickering 

tose, Philip William 

Russell, John William 

Sandford, Victor Henry, B.A. (Oxon.) 

Scott, George Hamilton 

Sewell, Frank Hersey 

Sharp, Charles Cyril 

Short, William Perey, B.A. (Oxon.) 

Skardon, Lionel Norman 

Skelton, Alan John 

Sotham, Francis Arthur 

Spero, Leopold, B.A., LL.B. 
(Cantab.) 

Sprake, Geoffrey Guy, B.A., LL.B. 
(Cantab.) 

Spurling, Stanley Saul 

Sykes, Mary Elaine, B.A., LL.B. 
(London) 

Tempest, Norman 

Thackwray, Harold Lackabane 

Thomas, Archibald Allen 

Tibbits, John Harman 

Wallace, George 

Wallis, Walter Richard 

Way, Ernest Edward Bruce 

White, Byron Claude Hamilton 

Whittaker, George Harold 

Whitworth, Reginald 

Williams, Archibald, M.A. (Oxon.) 

Williams, William Edward 

Witty, Thomas Liggins 

Wright, Robert Henry 

Wright, Walter 


No, of Candidates, 208 ; passed, 171. 
By Order of the Council, 


E. R, COOK, 
Secretary 


Law Society's Hall, Chancery Lane, London, W.C.2. 


ist July, 1921. 
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FINAL EXAMINATION. 


The following Candidates (whose 


names are in alphabetical order) were 


successful at the Final Examination held on 13th and 14th June, 1921. 


Addleshaw, John Hemmingway 

Agnew, Norris Montgomerie, B.A 
(Oxon.) 

Anderson, Peter 

Archibald, John Gordon, M.A. 
(Oxon. ) 

Attale, Walter Mervyn Ernest, B.A. 
(Oxon.) 

Backhouse, Henry 

Bardsley, Frank Stanley 

Barker, John 


Ingham, Harry 

John, James Henry 

Kitcat, Eustace Nugent 

Ladds, Charles Clarence 

Ledger, Alfred, LL.B. (London) 
Lester, Miles Mackreth 

Lewis, Albert Arthur 

Light, Owen Fuller 

Lightfoot, George Lionel Spencer 
Lindley, William Nathaniel 
Lloyd, Russell Llewelyn Mandeville 


Barr, Lawrence Bend, B.A. (Cantab.)Lorimer, John Forbes 


Barraclough, Noel Edgar 
Baxter, George Vernon 
Baynes, Norman Thomas 
Bell, Thomas William 

Bew, Reginald Edgar Morris 


Bittermann, Edward Louis Frederic 


Blagg, Claude Edmund Langley 

Blyth, Gordon James, B.A. (Oxon.) 

Bodkin, Peter Raymond 

Bond, Horace Theodore 

Bone, Reginald Edwin 

Bone, Walter , 

Bower, Christopher Walter, B.A. 
(Cantab. ) 

Bowling, Gilbert 

Bowman, Gerald Wilberforce 

Brewster, Gordon David 

Briggs, Frederick William 

Burch, John Denis 

Burke, George Bernard, LL.B. 
(London) 

Callis, John Albert Frederick 

Carlyon, Laurence Jago 

Carter, William Fearnley 

Cash, Donald Albert Stevenson 

Chancellor, George Walter 

Chesterton, Ernest Charles 

Dadds, Howard Francis 

Darcy, Richard Harold 

Davies, Arthur 

Dawe, Sydney Charles 

Dawson, William 

Diplock, Sidney Charles 

Docking, Carlton William 

Donne, Leslie Victor 

Eager, John Ireland 

Edmonds, Edgar Thomas 

Evans, William Giraldus, M.A. 
(Wales) 

Fisher, Arthur Reginald Colborne, 
B.A. (Cantab.) 

Fovargue, Robert 

Freeman, Walter Hanson, B.A. 
(Cantab. ) 

Giffen, Lionel Edwin 

*Gray, Vivian Seaton 

Grundy, George Fielding 

Haden, Albert Victor 

Harrison, Frederick Porter 

Hartley, Reginald 

Haslam-Jones, John Taylor 

Hawkins, William Francis Spencer 

Hellyar, William Frank 

Hickson, William Osborn 

Home, Frederick Cecil Morton, B.A. 
(Cantab. ) 

Howell, Vernon 

Hughes, Thomas John 

Hunt, Edward Stuart 

Hutchinson, Francis Ormerod, B.A, 
(Oxon.) 

Hutton, William Arthur 


Macdonald, Ranald 

Mace, Arthur Curteis 

McFall, Cyril Skelton 

Mellquham, Clinton Gilbert 

Malim, Arthur Wentworth 

kMarston, John Beale 

*Mayfield, Charles Vivian 

Mead, Alan Phillips 

Mercer, Thomas Vincent 

Middleton, Robert Michelhill 

Midgley, Edwin Craven, M.A, 
(Cantab.) 

Morris, Idwal Thomas 

Murr, Christopher 

Muscat, Murray 

Nicholson, Theodore 

Overy, Thomas Stuart 

Parker, Percy Herbert, B.A. 
(Cantab.) 

Parr, Robert Evans 

Pearson, Edward Charles 

Pengelly, William Lister 

Phileox, Herbert John 

Phillips, James Arthur 

Pitman, Stanley Arthur 

Porter, Nigel Keith Farrar 

Prior, Godfrey Kemeys 

Radford, Henry Robert 

Ranger, Vincent Washington Guest 

Rennison, Harry Whitfield 

Rollo, William Hereward Charles, 
B.A. (Cantab.) 

Rose, Clarence Henry 

Ruse, Herbert James Willmott 

Samuels, Albert Edward 

Sayers, William Warwick 

Seys-Phillips, Howard, B.A., LL.B. 
(Cantab.) 

Smith, Aubrey Herbert 

Smith, Edward Henry 

Smith, John Edward 

Smithson, Owen Vere 

Snell, Harold John 

Spaven, Alan Edward 

Spero, Leopold, B.A., LL.B. 
(Cantab.) 

Stanton, Horace Mills Alderson 

Stringer, Philip Austin Selborne 

Teebay, George Cyril 

Thirlby, Arnold Edwin 

Thompson, Albert Edward 

Tompkins, Cuthbert Blagden 

Trower, William Luther 

Webster, Frederick George 

Whale, Charles Percival 

Williams, Hugh Llwyd Harries 

Woffenden, John 

Wood, John Ironside, B.A. (Cantab. ) 

Wood, Thomas Horace, LL.B. 
(Liverpool) 

Yelloly, Samuel Webster 


*These Candidates have still to pass in Trust Accounts and Book-keeping 
before a Fina] Certificate can be issued to them. 
No. of Candidates, 159: passed, 131. 


Final Examination, 7 


th and 8th March, 1921. 


Addition to the List published in March last. 
Shelley, Percy John. 


Law Society’s Hall, Chancery Lane, 
Ist July, 1921. 


By Order of the Council, 
E. R. COOK, 
Secretary. 


London, W.C.2. 








Have you the latest information 





about Annuities ? 


When your advice is sought it is well to have by 
you full details of the various forms of Annuities 
offered by the Sun Life of Canada. This Company 
specialises in Annuities—-Ordinary, Joint Life, 
Deferred, Educational, and Annuities with return 
of Capital guaranteed. Better terms in cases of 
impaired lives. 

SUN LIFE ASSURANCE 

COMPANY OF CANADA, 


CANADA HOUSE, NORFOLK STREET, LONDON, W.C.2. 

















Legal News. 


susiness Change. 


Messrs. Rytey, Atcock & AnpERson, 43, Castle Street, Liverpool, have 
taken into partnership Mr. Duptey Davies Lavpert, who was admitted 
in 1907, and since his demobilisation has been associated with the firm for 
nearly a year. The style of the firm in future will be “ Ryley, Alcock, 
Anderson & Lambert.” 


Appointments. 


Mr. Ernest Cuaries Watson, Esquire, has been appointed to be a 
Puisne Judge of the Supreme Court of the Straits Settlements. 


Mr. Arruur Jacos Asuton, K.C., has been appointed to be an additional 
Judge of the High Court of Justice of the Isle of Man, to be atyled the 
* Judge of Appeal,” in place of Sir William Kyflin Taylor, K.C., who has 
resigned, 


Mr. Joun Fiscuer Writtams and Mr. Epwarp Warkrns Cave have been 
appointed to the rank of King’s Counsel, 


Dissolutions. 


Thomas Artuur Mipeiey and Henry Hewrrr Lamperr (Wilson, 
Lambert & Midgley), Solicitors, 30 Bedford-row, in the County of London, 
30th day of June, 1921. The said Henry Hewitt Lambert will continue 
to practise under the style or firm of ** Wilson & Lambert.” 


LLEWELLYN Earpvey Earpvey-Simrson, Cuarcies Stuart Bowrine and 
Cuarves ALFRED Situ, Solicitors, Smiths Bank Chambers, Market Place, 
in the county borough of Derby. Simpson, Bowring & Smith.” 30th 
day of June. | Gazette, July 5th.) 


Tuomas Warp and Davin NewsuaM, Solicitors, 7, Lune-street, Preston, 
Lancaster. ‘‘ Ward & Newsham.” 30th day of June. The said Thomas 
Ward will as from that date practise in eo-partnership with his Son-in-Law 
James Dewhurst under the style or firm of “ Ward & Dewhurst’ at 7, 
Lune-street, Preston aforesaid, and the said David Newsham will as from 
that date practise on his own account at 4, Chapel-street, Preston aforesaid. 


30th day of June. {Gazetle, July Sth. ] 


General. 


Asigned portrait by Mr. John 8. Sargent, R.A., of Lord Russell of Killowen 
has been acquired for the nation and is now on exhibition in the National 
Portrait Gallery. The portrait is a replica of that painted for the family 
and exhibited at the Royal Academy in 1900, There was a reproduction 
of itin The Times of the Ist inst. 


At the close of a case at the Central Criminal Court on Wednesday, in 
which a defendant, who had been in the army, was indicted for committing 
perjury in an affidavit used in proceedings in the Chancery Division of the 
High Court, Mr. Justice Shearman remarked that a good deal of this 
audacious perjury came from ex-soldiers. Counsel suggested that army 
service generally was likely to blunt their moral sense. Mr. Justice 
Shearman: I don’t know that it ought to, but I think very often that it 
does. What astonishes and pains me is that people who have been in the 
army are prepared to commit any amount of perjury to oblige a friend, and 
it is getting a most serious menace to justice. 
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girls, aged nine and six 


When two little 


under circumstances likely 
(the presiding magistrate) said that for some time 


Reconciliation had been taking over the care of foreign children who were 


suffering or in danger. These children were now 
country, 
that those people who had been taking cases m;ght 


by taking English children. 


respectively, 
at the Children’s Court at Shoreditch Town Hall on Wedne vaday as living 
to affect their moral welfare, 


and the Fellowship had come forward with the valuable proposal 


It was the first offer of the kind that he had 
received, and he hoped other assistance would be forthcoming, 


were dealt with 
Mr. Clarke Hall 
past the Fellowship of 


Date. 


Monday 
Tuesday 
Wednesday .... 
Thursday 
Friday 


departing to their own _ 


continue the good work 
Jolly 





VALUATIONS FOR INSURANCE.—It is very essential that all Policy Holders should 
Property is generally very inadequatel 
DEBENHAM, STORR & 
C.2, the well-known valuers and yom 
auctioneers (established over i00 years), have a staff of capes Valuers, and will be glad 

ewels, 


have a detailed valuation of their effecta. 
insured, and in case of loss insurers suffer accordingly. 
(LIMITED), 26, King Street, Covent Garden, W 


to advise those desiring valuations for any purpose. 
works of art, bric-A-brac a speciality —[ADVT.] 


—— ait 
Winding-up Notices 
JOINT STOCK COMPANTES. 

LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 


CREDITORS MUST SEND IN THEIR CLAIMS TO THE 
LIQUIDATOR AS NAMED ON OR BEFORE 
THE DATE MENTIONED 


London Gazette 21. 


Edward 


~Tuespay, June 


Russet. Garace Ltp. July 30. Albert rilley, 
8 Staple-inn 

CLIFFORD AND Company Ltp 
Richmond-ter., Blackburn 

Tue Tonrord Froir Farm Co. Lrp 


Gardener, 60, Castle-st., Canterbury. 


Aug. 1. N. Duxbury, 27, 


July 22. Edwin L. 


Fripay, June 24 


William A. C 


London Gazette 


July 30 
Liverpool 
July 21 


Byrom's Patents Ltp Booth, 12 
St. George’s-crescent, 

Ritcuis & Srencer Ltp 
Parade, Leeda 

Tue LP. Co. Lrp. July 1. 
Moorgate Station-chmbrs 

OGDEN MANUFACTURING CO 
26, East-parade, Leeds 

Tue West Bucktry Cotiirry Co 
Taylor, 2, Dock-chmbrs., Cardiff 

Asn Youne & Co. Lap. July il 
parade, Leeds 


Norman D. Vine, East 
| 


Archibald F. Green, 100-106, 


Ltp. July 31. Joseph Butler, 


Ltp. July 26. Wm 


Joseph Butler, 26, East- 


June 28. 


Ww 


rUESDAY, 
Leslie 


London Gazette 


RUBBERINE LTD 
Broad -st 
WALKER, LAMBE & CO 
6, Old Jewry 
THOMAS Burney & Son LTD 
53, New Broad-st 
WILLIAM Hinor Ltp 


July 18 Farruw, 53, New 


Ltp. July 26. John C. Pidgeon, 


July 18. Stanley H. Bersey, 


July 18. Stanley H. Bersey, 53, New 


Atlas Lace Paper Co. Ltd 


| Manx Ices Ltd 





Broad-st 

THE GENERAL ENGINEERING ( 
Mesers. Reynolds E.& J. G. Bradburn 
st., Manchester 

EpWarp H. Reeves Ltp. July 4 
Warwick rd., Acock’s Green, Birming 

DIXOn's THEATRE FURNISHING CO. LTD 
15 East-parade, Leeds 

Frravson & BELLINGHAM LTD 
7, Laurence Pountney-hill 


(SALFORD) Ltp. July 31 
25, Lower Moseley 


H. R. Fisher, Collingwood, | 
zham 
July 11. H. Makin 


July 15. A. N. D. Smith, 
Fripay, July 1 


Aug.31. G 


London Gazette 


THE U sired Evectraic Car Co. Ltp R. Freeman, 
66, Coleman-st 
PeTer Harvey Lrp. Aug. 4. T 
bidgs., Stockton-on-Tees 
ATKINSON & Co. LTD 


R. G. Rowland, Victoria- 


July 25. T. F. Judge, Quay-st., 


| 

t LowestorT Motor Co. Lrp. July 25 A. Garratt, 
Suffolk-chambrs., Lowestoft 

WORCESTER WHARF SAW MILLS LTD 
17, Basinghall-st 

COPARTNERSHIP FARM 
bury-sq 

H.T. Baker & Co. Ltp. July 15. C. T. Appleby, 26, Cor- 


poration-st., Birmingham, j 


Aug.16. P. P. Richards, 


sLrp. Aug. 5. C. Hubbard, 34, Blooms- 


| BARRETT, Horace, Finsbury-circus. 


y ° ye ° 
Resolutions for Winding-up 
Voluntarily. 

London Gazette.—TURSDAY, 21. 

The Catford Conservative Club The Russel! Garage Ltd 
Ltd. Glossop Dale Chronicle Print- 
Bromac Engineering Co. Ltd ing and Publishing Co. Ltd. 
Eldon Manufacturing Co. Ltd. Clifford & Co. Ltd 
Ideal Sweetmeat Co. (more- The Cocoa Estates and Pro- 
cambe) Ltd ducts Syndicate Ltd. 
The Suffolk Shipping Co. Ltd. Debelland Co. Ltd. | 
Colchester Table Waters Ltd. Antapsal Patents Ltd. 
H. Crafer Ltd H. A. Saunders Ltd 
The Tonford Fruit Farm Co. The Clifton Steam Laundry | 
Ltd Co. Ltd 
The ‘Midland Securities Co, Crittall Steel Furniture Co. 
Ltd, 


June 


Lt 
Ideal Boot 
Society Lt 


Co-Operative 


| Palladium (Burslem) Ltd. 
Moorheads Ltd 


| BARKER, ROBERT, Brighouse. July 16. Geo. Furniss, Roberts 


Monday . Jolly 
Tuesday 
Wednesday 
Thursday. . 
Friday ... 
Saturday 


plate, furs, furniture, Jolly 





Glass Manufacturers’ Supply 
and Furnace Construction 
Co. Ltd 

Byrom’s Patents Ltd. 

Mabel Stephenson 
burn) Ltd. 

Shepherds Club Ltd 

The East Coast Oil & Produce 
Co. Ltd. 

William Ogden & Co. Ltd. 

Tudors (Northern) Ltd 

Crescent Engineering Co. Ltd. 

8. Jevons Ltd 


Anglo-French Review Ltd. 

The Galloway Manufacturing 
Co. Ltd. 

John Ackland & Co. Ltd. 

Penmaenmawr & Horrocks- 
ford Tar Macadam Co. Ltd 

Mabel Stephenson (Halifax) 
Ltd 

Yorkshire Warehouse 
(Sheffield) Ltd 

William Morgan & Co. (Wain 
Stores) Ltd 


(Black- 


Co. 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, June 28. 


Farcet Brick Co. Ltd Britto-Russe Trading Co. Ltd 

Lymington & District Motor The Northern Motor Mart 
Service Co. Ltd (Liverpool) Ltd 

Anglo Bag Co Ltd Woodruff Key Co. Ltd 

Quain Ozone Syndicate Ltd. 

lhe Armorduct British Co. Ltd Webster, Hill & Co. Ltd. 

Chase Brothers Ltd Wallis Brothers (London) Ltd. 

National Super-Productions Beau Sejour (Ceylon) Tea and 
Ltd Rubber Co. Ltd. 

The General Engineering Co. The Devon Hydro-Electric 
(Salford) Ltd and Development Co. Ltd. 

Coopers (Cleckheaton) Ltd. Shaftesbury and Gillingham 

A. Alimundo & Co. Ltd Entertainments Ltd. 

H. Kent & Co. Ltd Healey Grove School Co. Ltd. 

The Whitley Park Hotel Co. Bullwell Haulage Co. Ltd. 
Ltd Peter Harvey Ltd 

Wilson's Soda Fountains Ltd. London Slipway, Engineering 

John Remer & Co. Ltd. and Ship Repairers Ltd. 


London Gazette.—F ripayY, July 1. 


Payne & Sons (Otley) Ltd. W. Atkinson & Co. Ltd. 

South-Eastern Margarine Co. Metropolitan Coal Company 
Ltd of Sydney Ltd. 

Cream Mugs Ltd. Norman Clarke Dunlop & Co. 

James Caro & Co. Ltd Ltd. 

Machinery & Steels Ltd Charles Owen & Co. Ltd. 

Anglo-Norwegian Electro- Robt. P. Ker & Sons Ltd. 
Chemical & Finance Co. Ltd. United Electric Car Co. Ltd. 

Wood Pulp Vessels Ltd. Hafna Mines Ltd 

H.& J. Beach Ltd Sunbeam Chocolates Ltd. 

The London Bank of Australia Culver & Nash Ltd. 
Ltd Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

building Co. Ltd 

The Preston and Cottam Hall 
Brick & Tile Co. Ltd. 

Charles E. Angus & Co. Ltd. 


Coach- 


Steeles Garage Co. Ltd 
Hollinwood Chemical Co. Ltd. 
Leveco Ltd. 


‘ 





Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day OF CLAM, 
London Gazette. —TUESDAY, June 21. 


ADAMS-LEHMANN, H.B., Germany. July 16. Waterhouse & 
Adams, Wolverhampton. 

ALLFORD, GEoRGE F., Sheffield. 
Sheffield. 


July 25. Walpole Hiller, 


& Co., Brighouse. 


July 22. L. Goldberg, 

Finsbury-circus, E.C. 

BASTONE, JOHN M., Se venoaks. July 18. W. G. A. Edwards, 
Coleman-st., E.C.2 

BENN, FREDERK Kk, C ‘rawley. Nicol, 
Ely-pl., E.C.1. 

BENNETT, ae 1s, ener. 
Carpenter, Cannon-st., E.¢ 

BLELLOCK, J a Junior. 
Liverpool-st., 

Bivett, ¢ meshes E. Eastley & 
Eastley, Paignton. 

BONEHILL, JAMES H., Smethwick. July 30. Evershed & 
Tomkinson, Birmingham. 

BONNERJEE, SUSILA . , India. July 18. W. W. Box & Co., 


Bedford-row, W.C. 
Broce, WILLiAM J. i , Middlesex. July 18. G. H. Barber & 
Cheltenham. 


Son, St. Swithin’ ela. 
Burton, Miss Emma E., 
botham, Gurney & Co., Cheltenham. 
CATLOW, ALFRED, Blackpool. August 1. 
Blackpool. 


July 23. Son & Nicol, 


July 18. Lendon & 





July 21. Hulbert, Crowe & Co., 


L., Torquay. July 18. 


June 30. Winter- 
W. Clarkson, 


July 11 Mr, Sieoom 
12 Borrer 


Synge 

Chure 

Goldschmidt 
Mr. Justice 
SARGANT. 


Synge 
Jol ly 
Synge 


Synge 


| Basuey, Fanny A., Warminster, 


Court Papers 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


_ RovTa OF R&GISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 
a ~ 


Mr. Justice 
PETERSON. 
Mr. Bloxam 
Borrer 
Bloxam 
Borrer 
Bloxam 
Borrer 
Mr. J ustice 
P.O. LAWRENCE. 
Mr. Goldschmidt 
Church 
Goldschmidt 
Church 
Goldschmidt 
Church 


Mr. Justice 
Ever. 

Mr. Borrer 
Bloxam 
Borrer 
Bloxam 
Borrer 
Bloxam 

Mr. Justice 
ASTBURY. 

Mr. Church 
Goldschmidt 
Church 
Goldschmidt 
Church 
Goldschmidt 


APPEAL CoUuRT 


No. 1. 
Mr. Church 
Goldschmidt 
Bloxam 
Borrer 
Jolly 
Synge 
Mr. Justice 
RUSSELL. 
Mr. Synge 
Jolly 
Synge 
Jolly 
Synge 
Jolly 


h 


CHASE, EpMUND T., Upton Manor. 

Crowe & Co., Live rpool- -st., E.C.2. 

Ceeemen, JANEA,, Hull. "July 20. Wm. C. Dawson & Co., 

ul 

CoLLiIns, JANE C., Southend- + — July 31. John H. 
Mote & Son, Gray’ 8 Inn-sq., W.C.1. 

Aplin, Hunt & Co., 

A. E. C. Roberts, 


July 21. Hulbert, 


DALE, GEORGE, Banbury. pee 1. 
Banbury. 

DAVIES, MARY A., July 3. 
Shrewsbury. 

DEAKIN, ELIZABETH S., Wolverhampton. July 11. 
house & Adams, Wolverhampton. 

DowWSE, Mrs. MARY K., Bournemouth. August 1. Hodding & 
Co., Worksop. 

Eppy, LAURA, Salcombe. 

ELLIs, ARTHUR T., Boscombe. 
Rood-la., E.C, 
FENTON, WILLIAM J., Bournemouth. 
Porter & Co., Birmingham. 
HANcy, Mrs. Mary A., Bungay. 
Bungay. 

Hatcu, ARTHUR V., Teignmouth. 
Teignmouth. 

HAW, FREDERICK T., Pendleton. 
Manchester. 

HOLLIER, GEORGE H., Sutton Coldfield. July 31. 
Evans & Son, Walsall 

Howes, CHARLES A. P., 
& Co., Norwich. 

as a THOMAS F., Blyth. July 20. Lynn & Rutherford, 
Blyth. 

KLepscu, Pup, Disley. July 26. J. Ogden Hardicker & Co., 


Manchester. 
Lopeg, SanaH E., Bradford. July 1. Clough & Hindley, 
Bradford 


Oswesiry. 


Water- 


July 31. C 
July 23. 


E. Turner, Salcombe. 
Drake, Son & Co., 


July 17. 
F. 
July 18. 


Glaisyer, 


August 1. & A.C. Smith, 


Tozer & Dell, 


July 31. Leach & Son, 


Enoch 


Kensington. Aug. 1. Foster, Calvert 


ord. 

Loper, GorpDoN, Liverpool. July 23. J. M. Quiggin & Son, 
Liverpool. 

Meseetnae. ype Beckenham. July 30. Forbes & Son, 
Mark-la., E.C.3. 

MORRELL, CHARLES, Clapham-rd. P ad 18. 
Armitage, King William-st., E.C 

——~ RICHARD M., Cowbridge. , on 1. 
Cowbridge. 

Piterim, WALTER J. J., Herne Bay. July 21. 
& Co., Queen Victoria-st., E.C.4. 

PLUMMER, CHARLES, Grove-rd. 
ROBINSON, Norwich. 

Reminoton, Evimzaspeti, Brighton. July 20. 
& Co., Brighton. 

REMINGTON, MARGARET R., Brighton. July 20. Edwin Boxall 
& Co., Brighton. 

Remivoton, Emma, Worthing. July 20. Edwin Boxall & Co. 
Brighton. 

REMINGTON, ELLEN E., Worthing. July 20. Edwin Boxall 


& Co., Brighton. 
Ritson, WrLuiAM H., Lanchester. July 31. Welford & 
F. W. Bishop & Co. 


Armitage & 
Gwyn & Gwyn, 
Lec, Ockerby 
Rackham & 
Edwin Boxali 


July 16. 


Jackson, Consett. 

Sayer, Eva, Bridgwater. 
Bridgwater. 

SCHOFIELD, THOMAS, Chorlton-cum-Hardy. July 30. Wood, 
Norris & Co., Manchester. 

Situ, HARLEY L., Southsea. July 20. Hobbs & Brutton, 
Portsmouth. 

SPARKES, CHARLIE, Norwich. July 16. Overbury, Steward & 
Co., Norwich. 

Spry, Isapetta J., Southsea. July 20. Hobbs & Brutton, 
Portsmouth. 

TUXFORD, JAMES G., Woolcott & Co. 
West Kirby. 

VINCENT, JOHN, Menmoey: -la. July 13. H. C. Morris, Woolsey 
& Co., Walbrook, E.C. 

WALKER, AMELIA E., Brighton. July 20. FitzHugh, Woolley 


& Co., Brighton. 
WILLIAMSON, SAMUEL P., Ashford. July 15. Kingsford & 
Thorold, Brodie 


Aug. 2 


West Kirby. July 20. 


Flower, Ashford. 
Wo.Ltaston, Mary A., Cannes, 
& Co., 4 Regent-st., 8.W.1 


July 20. 


London Gazette.—FRipay, June 24. 

July Tanfleld and 
31. Merrils, Ede & Co., 
ANDREWS, JOHN F., Eastbourne. July 24. E. 0. Langham, 


Eastbourne. 
Barer, THomAS, Leigh- y Sea. July 30. T. E. Crocker 
‘July 30. 


ADDENBROOK, Joun J., Tipton. 23. 
Tanfield, Dudley. 
Anprews, Joun, Cardiff. July 


Cardiff. 


and Son, Adelphi, Wc, 
Barnes, HENRY, Carlisle” 
Carlisle 


Wright, Brown & Co., 


Aug. 1. Dixon & Mason, 


Pewsey. 





Justice 
"ERSON, 
pxam 
rer 
Xam 
rrer 
xam 
rrer 

J ustice 


AWRENCR. 


ldschmidt 
urch 
ldschmidt 
urch 
\dschmidt 
urch 


Hulbert, 
on & Co., 
John H. 
at & Co., 
Roberta, 

Water- 
odding & 


alcombe 
m & Co., 


Glaisyer, 
>. Smith, 
 & Dell, 
1 & Son, 
Enoch 

, Calvert 
herford, 
er&Co., 
Hindley, 
1 & Son, 
3 & Son, 
itage & 
| Gwyn, 
Jekerby 
ham & 
| Boxali 
1 Boxall 
11 & Co. 
| Boxall 
ford & 
& Co. 
Wood, 
rutton, 
ward & 
rutton, 
| & Co. 
Voolsey 
Voolley 
ford & 


Brodie 


ld and 
& Co., 
igham, 
‘rocker 
& Co., 


Maron, 
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BisHor, SAMUEL, Horsley. July 23. Langley-Smith & Son, 
Gloucester. 

BLACKMAN, THOMAS, Dover. July 27. Mowl! & Mowll, 
Dover. 

BONIFACE, CHARLES. July 25. Devonshire, Monkland & Co., 
Old Jewry, E.C. 

BouRNE, WALTER J., Bow, E.3. 
Mark-lane, E.C.3. 

BraNpd, Epwakp 8., Hammersmith. 
A. Cayley, Bedford-row, W.C.1 

BRYANT, FRANCES E., Bath. Aug. 24. Stanley, Wasbrough 
and Co., Bristol. 

BULL, James, Clapham. 
Essex-st., W.C.2. 

CANNING, CHARLES R., Birkenhead. July 30. 
Jones & Lamb, Liverpool. 

CHALMERS, Emma M. A., Hove. July 25. Sanderson, Lee, 
Eddis & Co., Moorgate-st., E.C. 

CocKEN, Mrs. ELLEN. July 30. 


E.10 
, EpMUnD, Swanley. July 20. F. B. Brook, South-sq., 


July 30. Forbes & Son, 


July 25. Osbert 


July 19. Aylward & Cobbett, 


Matthew 
Drury Freeman, Leyton, 


CooK, Davip C., Brixton. July 30. Guillaume & Sons, 
Salisbury-sq., E.( 

Cook, WiLuiaM J., Skegness. July 15. William Frearson, 
Skegness. 

Crawrorp, Ropert, Clapham Park, 8.W July 20 
Kingsbury & Turner, Brixton-rd., 5.W.9 

DIXON, STEPHEN B., Pewsey. Aug. 1 
Pewsey 

Drake, Henry G., Althorne, Essex. Aug. 5. 
Chetham & Cohen, Finsbury-sq., E.C.2 

EARDLEY, ERNEST R., Southborough. July 30. Buss, 
Bretherton & Co. Neale, Tunbridge Wells. 

FIRLDING, CHARLES A., New —_— Aug. 5. Hatchett, 
Jones & Co., Mark-lane, E.C.: 

Fixcu. ELLEN, Sydenham, Ke nt. July 31 
and (o., Chancery-lane, W.C 

FULLER, JOHN, Newmarket. “July 30 N. B. Warner 
Bromley, Blomfield-st., E.C.2 

GaRLAND, Herpert, Cairo. July 29. Budd, 
Jecks & Co., Austin-friars, E.C.2 

Grace, WALTER A., Great Crosby. July 18. Kenneth 
Kusel, Liverpool 

GREEN, GABRIEL D., Romford. July 25. Foord & Son, 
Philpot-lane, B.C 

HANSON, THOMAS H 
Old Jewry, E.C. 

HARDWICK, RopeRtT, Brampton. 
Hallewell & Co., Chesterfield. 

Hare, THOMAS, Scarborough. Aug.5. Medley, Drawbridge 
and Co., Scarborough. 

Hart, WILLIAM, Cross-in-Hand. oa 4. G. H. Barber 
and Son, St. Swithin’s-lane, E.C 

HASKINS, HERBERT J., Warmley oe 20. Lawrence & Co., 
Bristol 

Hervey-BaTuurst, FeLton R. G., 
Robert Scholes & Co., Manchester 

KRARNE, SAMUEL R., Hampstead, N.W.3. Aug. 2. A. E 
and C. F. Pridham, Theobald’s-rd., W.C.1 

KRELL, ALFRED, Greenwich, 8.E.10. July 24. Edwin 
Shalless, Greenwich, S.E.10 

KEIFFENHEIM, ALFRED, Germany 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Lenen, GEorGe H., Oldham 
Oldham. 

Lucey, Parmar H., Cambridge. Aug. 1. Eaden, Spearing 
and Co., Cambridge 

Lowk, CHARL#S R., Pinner, Aug. 30. Tucker, 
Richardson, Manchester 

PARKER, REGINALD H., July 21. Withall & Withall, 
Sedford-row, W.C.1 

Park, SAMUEL, Halifax. July 14. Moore & Shepherd, 
Halifax 

Ruopes, WILLIAM, Sheffield 
Rotherham. 

Deeen, Mary J., Egremont. July 25. Wade, Tetley, 

Wade & Co., Bradford. 

RoseVRAR, HENRIETTA, Plymouth. July 24. 

Eliott, Plymouth. 
, ALIcg, Ripponden. Aug. 1. 

Halifax. 

SHAW, ANNIE E., Isle of Wight. 
and Co., Newport. 

SMITH, HENRY J., Southtown 
and Son, Great Yarmouth 

STaADDON, ELIZABETH A., Haslemere. July 30 
Bantoft, Ipswich. 

STEWAR?P, SAMUEL, Watford. 
Hall-court, E.C.4. 

STRUGNELL, HELEN, Hove. 
Brighton 

TAYLorR, EmiLty, Wilmslow 
and Co., Manchester 

THompson, WILLIAM, Reedness. July 11. 
Goole 

TIMMERSCHEIDT, RICHARD A., New York. Aug. 5. Ball and 
Redfern, Gray’s Inn-place, W.C.1. 

Wuirren, ALBer? A. A., Gravesend. July 20. B. and F. 


Tolhurst, Gravesend 
Woop, Curistina M., Edgbaston. July 30. E. R. Williams 


and Son, Birmingham. 
Worrox, Betsey, Harrow. Aug. 8. Llyw, Griffiths, 
Bedford-row, W.C.1 
Lonion Gazetie.—TUESDAY, June 28. 


Beart, Caartes E., Norfolk. Aug. 8. Alan G. Hawkins, 
King’s Lynn. 

BOARDMAN, JAMES A., St. Leonards-on-Sea. Aug. 1. Lumley 
and Lumley, Old Jewry-chmbrs., Bank, E.C. 

Bricas, Emma, Scarborough. Aug. 1. Greaves & Atter, 


Wakefield. 
CHAPMAN, ANNIE, Thirsk. July 21. Richardson & French, 
Hughes, Hooker 


Dixon & Mason, 


Harris, 


Dennes, Lamb 


Johnson, 


July 25. Devonshire, Monkland & Co., 


July 31. Shipton, 


Clinton Aug. 6 


July 26. Criddle & Ord, 
July 22. Ascroft, Maw & Co., 


Tucker and 


July 25. Marsh & Son, 


Eliott and 
Longbotham & Sons, 
July 23. Gunner, Wilson 
July 14. Arthur E. Cowl 
Guy C. 
Aug. 3. Adkin & Son, Salters 
July 24. J. K. Nye & Donne, 
July 25. Cobbett, Wheeler 
W. T. Silvester, 


Thirsk. 

CLARKE, FREDERIC S., Dorking. Aug. 4. 
and Co, Budge-row, E.C.4. 

CoRNISH, ALFRED W., Birkenhead, July 22. Wareing, Crop- 
per, Son & Co., Liverpool. 


CROSSLEY, JAMES B., Ravenscourt Park. July 30. Trinder, 
Capron, Kekewich & Co., Suffolk-la., E.C.4. 

DvuppING, ROWLAND W., Heckmondwike. July 26. J. A 
Stapleton & Son, De ~wsbury. 

EDWARDS, Sarai, Patricroft. July 31. W. La Coste Bowden, 
Manchester. 

FORTESCUE, ANS, Dulwich. July 31. Snell & Co,, Tunbridge 
Wells. 

“no HERBERT, Derby. July 30. Gadsby, Coxon & Nadin, 
Jert 

GLEAVE, JosEru J., Manchester. Aug. 8 
Manchester. 

GRuFFIN, JOHN R., North Finchley Aug. 3 
Nicholson, Queen-st., E.C.4 

HANSON, OSWALD S., Barnes. July 30. Oswald Hanson & Co., 
Hammersmith-rd., W.14. 

Haw, ROBERT, Thirsk. July 21 


Farrar & Co 


Martin and 


Richardson & French 


a " GEORGE, Hunslet. July 25. Harrison & Sons, 

HILL, PENROSE, Cornwall. July 23 A. Randle Thomas, 
Helston. 

Hussey, James J., Eastbourne. July 31. F. Lawson Lewis 
East bourne. 

JouNsON, WILLIAM, Blackpool. July 30 
Marsh & Co., Manchester 

Kay JAMES, Hamme ‘ramith. July 30. Butcher & Barlow, 
Bury. 

KAYR, een Dewsbury. July 2. J. A. H. Radcliffe, 
Birsta 

KERR, —_— J., Burnham-on-Crouch. Aug. 1. F. W 
Perkins, Oxford-st., W.1 

KISTLER, ANDREW, Romford. July 25. Hunt & Hunt 
Romford. 

Lee, Epwarp A., Liphook, Hants. July 30. Waltons & Co 
Leadenhall -st., E.C.3 

LINFORD, FiLoRA, Old Kent-rd 
Bloomsbury-sq., W.C 

MARTIN, WILLIAM B. Aug. 31. Robinson & Bradley, King’s 
Bench-walk, E.C.4. 

Mavricr, ELIZABETH A., Earley 
and Ward, Gray's Inn, W.C.1 

MCCALLA, MARY, Handsworth Aug. 9. Mogford, Son and 
Warwick, Birmingham 

MORPURGO, JULIUS VON, Vienna. July 17. Dawes & Sons, 
Gresham-st., E.C.2 

Preto, MorToN K., Templecom!x Aug.8. Baileys, Shaw 
and Co., Berners-st., W.1 

PucKETT, Mary J., Totnes. July 26. Edmonds & Edmonds 
Totnes. 

RAWLINGS, THOMAS H., Pimlico. July 31. Hanbury, Whitting 
and Co., New Broad-st., E.C.2 

RICHARDSON, MARY A., Manchester July 30 
and Sons, Manchester. 

SCAMMELL, ALFRED T., H: am pste ad, N.W 
Mc Millan & Mott, C leme nt's-la., E.C.4 

SMITH, ALBERT E., t pminster. July 28. Hulbert, Crowe and 
Hulbert, Liverpool-st ,EC2 

SmitH, ANN E., Balham. July 25 
St. James’s-pl., 8.W.1 

TARBUCK, HERBERT, Hockley Heath. Aug. 9. Mogford, 8on 
and W arwick, Birmingham 

Tims, WILLIAM, Shelswel!. July 14. Stockton, Sons & Co., 
Banbury. 

TYTLER, PeTER, Withington 
chester. 

WoopHEaD, ANN, Hyde. July 30. F 
Hyde. 

WOOLLEY, ALFRED, Ripon. July 
Buchanan, Ripon. 


Cooper, Sons 


July 24. Pownall & Co., 


July 16. Attree, J 


ohnson 


Orford 


July 27. Donald 


Dowsonus & Sankey 


July 23. Wm. Eaton, Man 
Knowles & Son 


Hutchinson and 


London Gazette. —F RiDAY, July 1. 


ALKER, JOHN, Manchester. July 90 Lloyd & Davies, 
Manchester 

ASHMORE-NOAKES, HARRIETTE P., Westminster 
Radford & Frankland, Chancery-In., W4 

Bax, Estuer T., Earl's Court-rd. Aug. 15 “Gush & Co 
Finsbury-circus, E.C.2 

BAXTER, WYNNE E., Stoke Newington. Aug.8. Wynne 
Baxter & Co., Laurence Pountney-hill 

BRADLEY, SAMUEL, Malpas. Aug. 12. Henry Lee & Co. Salop 

Broce, Lapy E. C. BRUDENELL, Beaufort-gdne Aug. & 
Hunter & Haynes, New-sq., W.C.2 

BuTLeR, Ernest E., Wilts. July 16. Clem Cole, Calne, Wilts 

CHURCHILL, SARAH A., Warcham,. Aug. 1. Preston & Francis, 
Wareham. 

Cook, WILLIAM J., Skegness 
Skegness. 

COLLINS, CHARLES E., Kingston-upon-Hull. Aug.1. Sander 
son and Co., Hull. 

Coventry, Captain St. Jonn H., Corfe re. July 31 
Meyne 11 & Pemberton, Ol¢ i Queen-st., S.W 

DANGAR, FREDERICK H., Ealing, W. Aug. 8. Coward and 
Hawksley & Co., Mincing-lane, E.C.3 

Dauncey, Pump 8., Fleet. Aug. 1. Pearce & Nicholls 
New-ct., Lincoln's Inn, W.C.2 

Davies, EDWARD H., Bassaleg, Mon. Aug. 15. Le Brasseur 
and Co., Newport, Mon 

Day, ALICE H., Norwich. July 30. Gilbert & Co., Norwich 

DEAKIN, ALICE F., Blackpool. Aug. 13. Roland W. Robinson 
Blackpool 

DOUGLAS, ADA C 
Manchester. 

Drew, CLirrorD L., Bayswater. July 30. Welman & Sones, 
Holborn, W.C.1. 

EMMERSON, Mary A. H., Ingoldisthorpe. July 31. Reed and 
Wayman, Downham Market 

ENGEL, GreorGe, Notting Hil! 
Gray's Inn-place, W.C.1 

EZECHIEL, JaMES A., Surbiton, 8.W. Aug. 1 
Holmes Beatty, Guildford 

FLANAGAN, ELIZABETH, Wallasey. July 30. T 
Live | 

FLooK, Eut.y, Burnham-on-Sea. Aug. 20. Meade-King and 
Co., Bristol. 

GaRsuamM, James C., Stoke Newington 
Baxter & Co., Laurence Pountaey Hill. 


August 11 


July 15. William Frearson, 


, Liverpool. July 19. Walker & Harrop 


Aug. 15. Bal! & Redfern, 


Octavius 


Gaskell, 
' CoristiaN, Joun B., 


Aug. 8. Wynne- 


GOODE NOUGH, MISCENIAH H., Winchester. July 25. Bowker 
and Sons, Winchester. ‘ 
GOODMAN, WILLIAM W., Staines. Aug. 10. Horne, Engalland 
Co., Staines 
GOSSETT, MATTHEW J. A., Piccadilly. July 30. Campbell, 
Hooper & Co., Golden sq., W.1 
GURDON, Major-General Evetyn P., Hove. July 30, 
Johnson & Co., New-sq., W.C.2 
HENNEY, GRACE, Stoke-upon-Trent. July 20. Edw. Slaney, 
Newcastle, Staffs 3 
HowArD, ALFRED J., Eastbourne, Aug. 1, Hillman, Burt and 
Co., East bourne 
JOHNSON, ELLEN, Wandsworth Commen, July 30. Sandom 
and Co., Talbot-ct., E.C.3 
Jones, Joun H., Birmingham. Aug. 1, Evershed & Tomkin- 
son, Birmingham 
Josera, Henry, Hackney Aug. 11! 
Moorgate-st., E.C.2 
KILLNER, ELIZABETH, Rotherham. Aug. 13. W. J. Bradford, 
Rotherham 
KIkK, ALFRED E. K., Croydon. Aug. 12. Brash Wheeler and 
Co., Paternoster-row, E.C.4 
LATHAM, JAMES H., Sparkhill. Aug. 11. Evershed & Tomkin- 
son, Birmingham 
LEIGH, MARGARET, Grange-over-Sands Aug. 3 Wade, 
Tetley & Co., Bradford 
LEYLAND, JoHN L., Liverpool Aug. 8 
Liverpool 
LOVELY, KATHERINE J., Whitley Bay, Aug. tl. Criddle and 
Ord, Neweastle-upon-Tyne 
LYDRARD, MARY A., Bath. Ang. 15. 8. B. Seott, Bath 
LYONS, AELEN R., Croydon, Aug. 4. [Broxholm & Pound, 
Oxford-st., W.1 
MARTEN, Harnny H 
Stratford, E.15 
Morris, Joun H., Liverpool. July 90. Teebay & Lynch, 
Liverpool 
MULLEN, Huan, Hebburn g. 1 John A. Livingston, 
Jarrow-on-Tyne 
Mvserave, Hernert E., Heaton, near Bolton. July 31, 
Winder & Holden, Bolton 
PATERSON, JOHN G., Ramagats Aug. 6. K. & W. Daniel, 
Rameaygats 
Pee., Mary J., Sheffield. Aug. 15. Bramley & Coombe, 
Sheffield 
PiacorT, Hannier L. K., Walthamstow. July 25. Miller 
and Smiths, Salter’s Hall-ct., B.C4 
POWNALL, Emma, Hove Aug 15. Patee 
W.C.2 
POWELL, ARTHUR T., Moveley July 30 
fomkinson, Birmingham 
PRITCHARD, JOHN. Bangor. July 31 
Jones, Bangor 
Rose, Oscar McDonald, Gresham-st. Aug. 3. Broxholm and 
Pound, Oxford-st., W 
RouTLeper, Tom, Blundellsands, July 23. Cameron, Maclver 
und Co., Liverpool 
KUSSELL, Honourable DoroTuy ¢ 
Russel! & Co., Norfolk-st., Strand, W.C.2 
ROWAN, MARGARET, A. St. Kilda, Aug. 9. Norton, Rose and 
(o., Old Broad-st .,E.4 
SCHNEIDER, JOHANN J aven-s yo L.. Goldberg, 
l insbury-circus, E.C.2 
Se ARES. HENRY Prestwich July 24. ©. Colller Littler, 
Manchester 
SILVESTER. GEORGE F., West Dulwi h. Aug. 13. Ody and 
Wilmot, Camberwell Green, 8.5 
rorrLe, Exxest B., Kingston-upon-Hall. July 90. Hearfield 
and Lambert, Hull 
User, Epwi, Lianbiethian. Aug. 9. EB. W. Miles, Cowbridge, 
Glam 
Vines, Jacon, Wilts. July 16. Clem Cole, Calne, Wilts 
WALLWORK, WILLIAM, Turton. July Sl. Winder & Holden, 
Bolton 
Warp, Epwarp, Leeds, Aug. 8. North & Sona, Leeds 
WARMAN, JOHN, Dorsetshire Aug. 15 Paice & 
, WC 
FRepenick H., 
Wokingham 
WILLIAMS, Joseru, Wednesfield Aug. 5, 
and Co., Wolverhampton 
WINDER, ROBERT, Bolton July 31 
Bolton 
WINDER, ROBERT ¢ 
Bolton - 
Woop, James C., Oxon. July 31. Williams & James, Norfolk 
House, Embankment, W.C.2 


Arthur 8. Joseph, 


Kenneth Kusel, 


Tunbridge Wells. Ang. 22. Prestons, 


© Cross, Old-aq., 
Evershed and 


William Thornton 


Pont-st. Aug. 6. Charles 


(rose, 


Dournemouth Aug. 1 Cleorge 
Underhill, Neve 
Winder & Holden, 


, Bolton. July 31. Winder & Holden, 





Bankruptcy Notices 


FRIDAY, June 24 


London Cazette 
RECEIVING ORDERS 


ALDRED, ARTHUR E., Preston Preston Pet. June 18 
Ord. June 18 

Berk, Roper? & Co., Mark-la. High Court. 
Ord. June 21 

BLoy, ANTHONY W., 
Ord. June 20. 

Boots, ARTHUR, Sheffield 
June 20, 

tOWDEN, EviZapetn A., Birkenhead 
June 21. Ord. June 21 

BROADBENT Bros. Manchester. Pet. April 12. Ord. June 20. 

BRowy, JOHN, Middlesbrough. Middlesbrough. Pet. June 21 
Ord. June 21 

Booct, Frep, Huddersfield Pet. June 22. 
Ord. June 22. 


Pet April 13 
Halton. Aylesbury. Pet. April 27. 
Sheffield. Pet. May 28. Ord. 


Birkenhead. Pet, 


Huddersfield 

Pinchbeck Peterborough. Pet. 
June 20. Ord. June 20. 

CLaRKE, Tom, Cunuipre, Tuomas, Leigh 
June 20. Ord, June 20. 


Bolton. Pet. 
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Coates, Geonor T., Islington, N. 
Ord. June 20 
Congx, Lesum I 

May 26. Ord 
DAL#, Bertram T., Northumberland 
Pet. June 18. Ord. June 18 
Davies, Peter, Warburton 
Ord. June 20 
DRANSFIELD, CHARLES E., Aigburth, and Price, 
Fazakeriey. Liverpool. Pet. June 20. Ord 
FRANCIS, WILLIAM, Monmouth Newport 
June 22. Ord. June 22 
GOLD, NATHAN, 
Ord. June 22 
GouLpiIne, WILLIAM H 
Ord. June 21 
Greene, THomas FE 
Ord. June 20 
Hart & Co., T 
Ord. June 22 
HARTELI WILLIAM Wroughton 
Ord. June 2 
HARVEY, WILLIAM A 
June 21 


High Court. Pet. June 20. 
, Crutehed-friars, E.C. High Court. Pet. 
June 21 


Manchester. Pet. June 20- 
ERNST, 
June 20 
(Mon.) Pet 


Leytonstone. High Court. Pet 


April 11. 


Cudworth. Barnsley. Pet. June 21. 


, Swansea. Swansea. Pet. June 20. 


)., Rathbone-pl. High Court. Pet. May 17 


High Court. Pet. May 23 


Chester. Chester. Pet. June 21. Ord 


Jouxson, Berxarp C., Burton-on-Trent. Burton-on-Trent 
Pet. June 17. Ord. June 20 
Kapisu, Jonas, and HamMER, WOOLFE 
Court. Pet. May 26. Ord. Jane 22. 
Keusey, WinttamM, Bradford. Bradford 
June 21 
Kx1euts, H. Newton 
Pet. April 28. Ord 
LA Vir, Grornar A Junr 
Pet. May 23. Ord. June 22 
LATHAM, SAMURL, Saloy 
June 22 
Levy, B., Liverpool ‘ 1. Pet. May 25 
Lucas, MARGARRT |! Burnley 
Ord. June Ls 
MANN, NATHANIEI 
Ord. June 22 
MITCHELL, B 
June 2 Ord 
Myers, Lewis 
June 20. Ord 
NAPIER, LEOPOLD D 
Ord. June 22 
Owens, Hensert W. Wrexham 
Porrer, James E., Birmir 
Ord. June 
Porter, Cynrit I 
Ord. June 20 
PRITCHETT, HAROLD G 
June 20. Ord. June 20 
Sat, WILrrep F. 7 N 


Cheapside. High 


Pet. May 26. Ord 


William-st., E.( 


King 
June 22 


High Court 


Mark-la., Fut High Court 


Shrewsbury Pet. June 10. Ord 


Ord 
Pet 


June 18 


Marylebone-rd. High Court. Pet. May 24 


SHAW, Scarborough Scarborough Pet 
June 22 
Mile End New 
June 20 


Bloomsbury 


Town. High Court. Pet 


High Court. Pet. May 20 


Pet. June 21 
Birmingham 


Ord 
Pet 


June 21 
gham June 22 


Manchester. Manchester. Pet. May 25 


Car Colston. Nottingham. Pet 


yttingham. Pet. June 22. Ord 
June 
SaTCHWELI 
Ord. June 
SKILLING, A Mi CARI 
Ord. June 21 
SNELLING, GRORGE 
June 20. Ord. June 20 
Sims, Winuiam J., Manchester 
Ord. June 20 
TREMEARNE, Davis 
June 22 
WrmenTMan, Artur J., Fe 
Ord. June 21 
WoopWARD, GRORGI New 
June 20. Ord. June 20 
Amended Notice substituted for that published in 
London Gazette of June 14 
ARTHUR A., Wantage, Berks 
Ord. June 11 


PERCY E., Coventry. Coventry. Pet. June 21 


Islington. High Court. Pet. June 21 


aks Tunbridge Wells Pet 


Seven 


Manchester. Pet. May 13 


Rhyl Bangor. Pet. June 22. Ord 


lixstowe. Ipewich. Pet. June 4 


Basford Nottin Pet 


gham 
the 


HOLLAND Oxford Pet 


April 26 


FIRST 


Berk, Ronert & Co., Ely-pl 
at 12. Bankruptcy-bldgs., Carey-st., W.4 
Carr, CHARLES E., Burnham-on-Sea Brid 
0. Off. Rec., Baldwin-st., Bristol 
. Ketson, D., High Town, Manchester 
Off. Kee., Byrom-st., Manchester 
CHRIsTeENseN, Etvarn T., Kingston-upon-Hull. Kingston- 
upon-Hull. July 5 at 11.30. Off. Rec., York City Bank- 
chambers, Lowgate, Hull 
Coates, Groner T., Islington, N. High Court 
lankruptey-bldgs., Carey-st., W.C.2 
Couey, Lesiuie I., Crutched Friars, E.C High 
July 4at1. Bankruptcy-bldgs., Carey-st., W.( 
CoRnDON, WALTER, Droylsden. Ashton-under-Lyne 
2.30. Off. Rec., Byrom-st., Manchester 
BERTRAM T., Benton. Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
ll. Off. Rec., Northumberland-st Newcastle 
Tyneq 
DAWES 
Rec 
DRANSFIELD 
Fazakerley 
Hackins Hey 
Fioop, James B., East Twickenham 
at 12. Russell-sq., W.( 
GOLD, NATHAN, Leytonstone 
Rankruptcy-bldgs 


MEETINGS 


EA High Court. July 5 


water. July 6 


July 4 at 


July 4at ll 
Court 
~ July 1 


July 6 
upon 
Cuartes R. V., Bath. Bath 
Baldwin-st., Bristol 
CHARLES E 

Liverpool 

Liverpool 


July 6 at 12. Off 


Aigburth, and Pricer, ERNEST 
July 1 at 2.30 


Brentford. July 1 


July 5 at 11 


High Court 
Carey-st., W.C.2 


Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 


Common Hall, 











GRIFFITHS, VINCENT, Burry Port. Carmarthen. July 5 at 11. 
Off. Rec., Queen-st., Carmarthen. 
HARTELL, WILLIAM, Wroughton. High Court. July 7 at 12. 
Bankruptcy- bidgs., Catey-st., W.C 
Hart & Company, T. D., Rathbone- L. 
at 2.30 Bankruptey- -bidgs., Carey-st. 
Jones, Ropert E., Sale. Manchester 
Rec., Byrom-st., Manchester 
KapisH, Jonas, and HAMMER, WoourE, Cheapside. 
Court. July 6at 12 


High Court. July 7 
, Wa 


July ‘lat 3. Off. 
High 
Bankruptcy-bldgs.. Carey-st., W.C.2. 
KeLSEY, WILLIAM, Bradford. Bradford. July 4 at 11 
Off. Rec., Duke-st., Bradford 
KnicuTs, H. Newton, King William-st., E.C. 
July 7 at 11. Bankruptey-bldgs., Carey-st., W.C 
La Vix, Georoe A., Junr., Mark-lane, E.C High. Court 
July 6 at 2.30. Bankruptcy-bidgs., Carey-st., W.¢ 
Lacey, Ernest, Chatham. Rochester. July 1 
Off. Rec., High-st., Rochester 
LANSDOWN, GEORGE, Wembley 
Russell-sq., Bloomsbury, w.c.l. 
LepsHam, Joun, Salop. Nantwich. July 1 at 2. 
North Stafford Hotel, Stoke-upon-Trent. 
Loxton, W. Leopotp, Batcombe. Frome. 
Off. Rec., Baldwin-st’, Bristol 
MANN, NATHANIEL, Marylebone-rd. High Court. 
at 2.30. Bankruptcy-bldgs., Carey-st., W.C 
MAY, PATRICK W., Liverpool Liverpool. 
Off. Rec., Dale-st., Liverpool 
MYERS, Lewis, Mile End New Town 
at il tankruptcy-bldgs., Carey-st., 
NAPIER, LEOPOLD D., Bloomsbury iiigh Court July 11 
at 2.30. Bankruptey-bidgs., Carey-st., W.C 
REED, ReGrNaLp C., Pall Mall. High Court 
Bankruptcy-bldgs., Carey-st., W 
tiper, Witiiam A., Sheffield 
Off. Rec., Figtree-lane, Sheffield 
SKILLING, A. McCabe, Islington 
Bankruptcy-bldgs., Carey-st., W.« 
THE SOUTHEND MANUFACTURING 
Chelmsford. July 1 at 11.30 
W.C.1 
WILLIAMS, DANIEL, Northwich 
Off. Rec., Brook-st., Stoke-upon-Trent 
WILKINSON, JAMES, WILKINSON, ERNEST, 
Downs, Isaac, Bradley. Wolverhampton 
Off. Rec., Lichfield-st., Wolverhampton 
ADJUDICATION ANNULLED 
Fisuer, Epwarp T., Hull. & yy 4 
Aug. 14, 1920. Annulment, June 21, 192 


High Court. 


at 11.15. 


Barnet. July 1 at 11. 


The 
July 6 at 11.30. 
July 6 


Saly 1 at 3 


“July 6 at ll 


C2 
Sheffield. July 1 at 12. 


High Court. July 4at 12 


Coy., Southend-on-Sea 
Russell-sq., Bloomsbury, 
Nantwich. July 4 at 2.30 
Bradley, and 

July 4 at 12 


Adjudication, 


London Gazette.—TourspaY, June 28. 


RECEIVING ORDERS 


Batist, Suvim, Brighton. Brighton. Pet. June 24 
June 24. 
Boyce, ALFRED, 
Ord. June 24 
BURTON, JOHN T., Sapperton 
Ord. June 23 
CLEGG, FREDERICK, Camden Town 
Ord. June 25 
Conroy, WILLIAM, St. James’s-place, 
Preston. Pet. June 21. Ord. June 21 
DAUBNEY, FRED, Thornton-le-Fen. Boston 
Ord. June 23 
Dennis, THOMAS, Scarborough 
Ord. June 25 
FARROW, WILLIAM F 
Ord. June 24 
FARRAM, WILLIAM T 
June 25 
GavxKroorr, J. Y., 
Ord. June 24 
Geach, CHARLES L. E., 
June 24 
GARBUTT, 


Ord. 


West Anstey. Barnstaple. Pet. June 24 


Burton-on-Trent. Pet. June 23 


High Court. Pet. June 25 


and Conroy, Lro, 


Pet. June 23 


Scarborough. Pet. June 25 


, Hemingstone. Ipswich. Pet. June 24 


Boston. Boston. Pet. June 25. Ord 


Northwich. Nantwich Pet. May 30 


Bray. Windsor. Pet. May 30. Ord 

Grorce W., 
June 24. Ord. June 24 

Harrison, Jonn A., Sheffield 
Ord. June 22 

HALL, STANLEY A., 
Ord. June 22 

Hoproven, Gporer R., 
Ord. June 23 

HARKER, FRANK, West Bowling 
Ord. June 24 

Hvpson, ARTHUR, Middlesbrough 
13. Ord. June 24 

Jounson, Emity, Upper Tooting-rd 
June 2. Ord. June 23 

Jones, RALPH V., Anfield, and Jones, THomas C 
Liverpool. Pet. June 23. Ord. June 23 

Key, Rowert, and Key, Evsie, Bath. Derby 
Ord. June 24. 
MANTLE, WILLIAM, St. Leonards-on-Sea 
June 23. Ord. June 23 
Martin, Ivor H., Chiswick 
Ord. June 

PITTs, HERBERT G., 
Ord. June 24 

PLUMER, Captain T. H., 
May 27. Ord. June 23 

RADELFINGER, Oscar, Durham-rd 
Ord. June 23 

RENISON, MATTHEW A., Hampstead, 
Pet. May 30. Ord. June 23 

ROTHWELL, HERBERT; WATSON, 
Frank C., Long-acre. High Court 
June 23 


tridlington Scarborough. Pet 


Sheffield Pet. June 22 


Rushwick. Worcester. Pet. June 22 


r Felixstowe 


Ipswich. Pet. June 23 


Bradford. Pet. June 24. 


Middlesbrough. Pet. June 


Wandsworth. Pet 


, Old Swan 
Pet. June 24 


Hastings. Pet. 


High Court. Pet. June 23, 


Ludgershall. Swindon. Pet. June 24. 


Brompton-sq. High Court. Pet 
High Court. Pet. May 30. 
High Court 


STANLEY J.: 
Pet 


N.W.6 


JINKs, 
June 2. Ord. 





BRASS NAME PLATES 


ENGRAVED. 


SEND WORDS FOR A FULL SIZE SKETCH, SENT FREE, WITH PRICE. 
G. MAILE & SON, Meta. Crarrsmen, 246, Great PorRTLAND ST., LONDON. W.1, 


ee Sout July 4} 





SCHMIGELSKY, A. H., Stoke Newington. 
| Feb. 21 Ord. June 23. 
SUTHERLAND, WILLIAM G., Bracebridge 
| June 24. Ord. June 24. 
STRUGNELL, WILLIAM J., Swanage. 
Ord. June 23 
THOMAS, CHARLES H., New Tredegar. Tredegar. Pet. June 24. 
Ord. June 24. 
THorrr, James F 
June 23 
WARD, ores 
June 2 
Wincn, Groner H., 
Ord. June 21. 
ADJUDICATION ANNULLED 
Pare, James W., Weymouth, Newsagent Dorchester, 
Adjudication , July 13, 1908. Annulment June 3, 1921. 


High Court. Pet. 


Lincoln. Pet, 


Poole 


Pet. June 28. 


, Oldham. Oldham. Pet. June 4. Ord, 


Hertford. Hertford. Pet. May 31. Ord, 


Bognor. Brighton Pet. Feb. 18, 


FIRST MEETINGS 


ALLEN, Dove.as A., Christchurch. Poole 
Law Courts, Stafford-rd., Bournemouth 

ALLWORK, FREDERICK J., Tonbridge Tunbridge Wells. 
July 7 at 2.30. Off. Rec., Mariborough-pl., Brighton 

BAMBER, LEWIS, Selby. York. July 7 at 3. Off. Rec. 
Duncombe-pl., York 

BonpDy, RaLpu H., Hay. 
Hereford. 

BROWN, JOHN, Middlesbrough. Middlesbrough 
2.15. Off. Rec., High-st., Stockton-on-Tees 
BuRKLE, Percy J., Bargoed. Merthyr Tydfil 

2.30. Off. Rec., St. Mary-st., Cardiff 
BurRTON, JouN, Norfolk. Norwich. July 6 at 2 
Upper King-st., Norwich. 
Bucci, FRED, Huddersfield 
County Court House, Queen-st 
CLEGG, FREDERICK, Camden Town. High Court 
atill. Bankruptcy-bidgs., Carey-st., W.C.2. 
COLLIER, WILLIAM, Altrincham. Manchester. 
Off. Rec., Byrom-st., Manchester 
Drew, Mary, Aberdare. Aberdare. 
St. Mary-st., Cardiff 
EATON, FRANCIS G., Derby. Stockport 
Rec., Byrom-st., Manchester. 
FRANCIS, WILLIAM, Ynysddu. 
Dock-st., Newport (Mon.) 
GovuLpine, WiLuiaM H., Cudworth tarnsley. 
10.30. Off. Rec., King-st., Wakefield. 
HARVEY, WILLIAM A., Chester. Chester 
Crypt-chambers, Eastgate-row, Chester 
HILL, WILLIAM E., and Hit, ALBERT J., Hereford. 
July 6at 3. Offa-st., Hereford. 
HOLLAND, ARTHUR A., Farnborough 
Saint Aldate’s, Oxford 
Hvupson, ARTHUR, Middlesbrough. Middlesbrough 
at 2.30. Off. Rec., High-st., Stockton-on-Tees. 
Jounson, Emity, Upper Tooting-rd. Wandsworth 
at 11.30. York-rd., Westminster Bridge-rd § 
LATHAM, SAMUEL, Salop. Shrewsbury. July 7 at 10 
Rec., Swan-hill, Shrewsbury 
Martin, [vor H., Chiswick, W. High Courts 
Bankruptcy-bldgs., Carey-st., W.C.2 
MITCHELL, BENJAMIN S8., Scarborough 
12 at 12. Westborough, Scarborough 
PASSANT, LLEWELLYN, Knighton 
2.15 Offa-st., Hereford. 
Pitts, Herpert G., Ludgershall 
Off. Rec., Regent-circus, Swindon 
PLUMER, Captain T. H., Brompton-sq. High Court. 
at ill. Bankruptey-bidgs., Carey-st., W.C.2 
RADELFINGER, OSCAR, Durham-rd. High Court 
at 12. Bankruptcy-bldgs., Carey-st., W.C.2 
RENISON, MATTHEW A., Hampstead, N.W.6 
July 8 at 12. Bankruptcy-bidgs., Carey-st 
READWIN, W. H., Cheshunt July 
Russell-sq., W.C.1. 
ROGERS, WILLIAM H., Merthyr Tydfil 
July 6 at 2.50. Off. Rec., 8t. Mary-st 
ROTHWELL, HERBERT, WATSON, STANLEY J., 
FRANK C., Long-acre. High Cou rt July 7 at 
Bankruptcy-bidgs., Carey-st., W.C.: 
SATCHWELL, Percy E., Cove ntry Coventry. July 5 
Off. Rec., The Barracks Smithford-st., Coventry 
SCHMIGELSKY, A. H., Stoke Newington. High Court. 
at 2.30. Bankruptcy-bidgs., Carey-st., 2 
SHaw, WILLIAM 8., Chiswick. Brentford. July 
Russell-sq., Bloomsbury, W.C.1 
SNELLING, GeORGE, Sevenoaks. Tunbridge Wells 
at 3. Off. Rec., 124, Mariborough-pl., Brighton 
Woopnousr, Wittig A., Ashton-under-Lyne, 
WILLIAM, Ashton-under-Lyne. Ashton-under-Lyne 
6 at 3. Off. Rec., Byrom-st., Manchester 


Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
London Cazette of June 21, 1921 

WaLTer, Henry, Brighton. Brighton 
Rec., Marlborough-pl., Brighton 


July 6 at 2.30 


Hereford. July 6at 2.30. Offa-st., 
July 7 at 
July 7 at 
Off. Ree., 


Huddersfield. July 5 at 10.45, 


, Huddersfield. 

July 8 
July 5 at 3. 
July 7 at 3. Off. Rec., 
July 7 at 3. Off, 
Newport. July 6 at 11.45. 
July 6 at 
July 6 at 2.30, 
Hereford. 
Oxford. July 6 at 12. 
July? 
July 5 
Off 
July 5 at 12. 
Scarborough. July 
Leominster. July 6 at 


Swindon. July 7 at 11. 


July 8 
July 6 
High Court. 


»~>WC2 


Edmonton 5 at 11.30, 


Merthyr Tydfil. 
, Cardiff 
and JINKS, 
2.30. 
at 12. 
July 6 
5 at il. 


July 7 


HASSALL, 
July 


July 4 at 3. Off 





T is very important that one’s Keys should 
be registered by a reliable Company. You 
should ring up 1445 Clerkenwell to-day, and ask 
the British Key Registry about it, or write 
London Office, 64, Finsbury Pavement, E.C.2. 
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